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THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES, 28 U.S.C. 331 
§ 331. JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES 


The Chief Justice of the United States shall summon annually the chief judge of each 
judicial circuit, and a district judge from each judicial circuit to a conference at such 
time and place in the United States as he may designate. He shall preside at such confer- 
ence which shall be known as the Judicial Conference of the United States. Special ses- 
sions of the conference may be called by the Chief Justice at such times and places as h 
may designate. 


The district judge to be summoned from each judicial circuit shall be chosen by the cir- 

cut and district judges of the circuit at the annual judicial conference of the circuit held 

of and shall serve as a member of the conference for 

the year following the enactment of this amended 

section the judges in the first, fourth, seventh, and tenth circuits shall choose a district 

in the second, fifth, and eighth circuits shall 

district judge to serve for two years and the judges in the third, sixth, ninth, and 
District of Columbia circuits shall choose a district judge to serve for three years. 


of any circuit or the district judge chosen by the judges of the circuit 
attend, the Chief Justice may summon any other circuit or district judge from 
such circuit. Every judge summoned shall attend and, unless excused by the Chief Justice, 
throughout the sessions of the conference and advise as to the needs of his 


i 
i 
z 
3 
i 
z 
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The Conference shal] make a comprehensive survey of the condition of business in the 
courts of the United States and prepare plans for assignment of judges to or from circuits 
or districts where necessary. It shal) also submit suggestions and recommendations to the 
various courts to promote uniformity of management procedures and the expeditious con- 
duct of court business. The Conference is authorized to exercise the authority provided in 
section 372(c) of this title as the Conference, or through a standing committee. If the 
Conference elects to establish a standing committee, it shal! be appointed by the Chief 
Justice and all petitions for review shall be reviewed by that committee. The Conference 
or the standing committee may hold hearings, take sworn testimony, issue subpoenas and 
subpoenas duces tecum, and make necessary and appropriate orders in the exercise of its 


The Chief Justice shal! submit to Congress an annual report of the proceedings of the 
Judicial Conference and its recommendations for legislation. 
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REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS 
OF THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE 
OF THE UNITED STATES 


Merch 8-0, 1984 
The Judicial Conference of the United States convened 
on March 8, 1984, pursuant to the call of the Chief Justice of 
the United States, issued under 28 U.S.C. 331, and continued in 
session on March 9. The Chief Justice presided and the 
following members of the Conference were present: 
First Circuit: 


Chief Judge Levin H. Campbell . 
Judge W. Arthur Garrity, Jr., District of Massachusetts 


Second Circuit: 
Chief Judge Wilfred Feinberg 
Chief Judge Jack B. Weinstein, Eastern District of 
New York 
Third Circuit: 


Chief Judge Collins J. Seitz 
Judge Gerald J. Weber, Western District of Pennsylvania 


Fourth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Harrison L. Winter 
Judge Robert R. Merhige, Jr., Eastern District of Virginia 


Fifth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Charles Clark 
Judge Adrian G. Duplantier, Eastern District of Louisiana 


Sixth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Pierce Lively 
Judge Carl B. Rubin, Southern District of Ohio* 


bg Designated by the Chief Justice in place of Chief Judge 
Frank J. Battisti who was unable to attend. 


Seventh Circuit: 
Chief Judge Walter J. Cummings _ 
Chief Judge John W. Reynolds, Eastern District of 
Wis consin 
Eighth Circuit: 


Judge Gerald P. Heaney** 
Judge Albert G. Schatz, District of Nebraska 


Ninth Circuit: 


Chief Judge James R. Browning 
Chief Judge Manuel L. Real, Central District of California 


Tenth Circuit: 
Judge William J. Holloway*** 
Chief Judge Luther B. Eubanks, Western District of 
Oklahoma 
Eleventh Circuit: 


Chief Judge John C. Godbold 
Judge William C. O'Kelley, Northern District of Georgia 


District of Columbia Circuit: 
Chief Judge Spottswood W. Robinson, III 
Chief Judge Aubrey E. Robinson, Jr., District of 
Columbia 
Federal Circuit: 


Chief Judge Howard T. Markey 


aad Designated by the Chief Justice in place of Chief Judge 
Donald P. Lay who was unable to attend. 


eee = Designated by the Chief Justice in place of Chief Judge 
Oliver Seth who was unable to attend. 


Circuit Judges Arlin M. Adams, Otto R. Skopil, Jr., 
Edward A. Tamm, and Gerald B. Tjoflat; Senior Circuit Judges 
John D. Butzner, Jr., and Carl McGowan; Senior District 
Judges A. Sherman Christensen, Elmo B. Hunter, and Thomas 
J. MacBride; and District Judges T. Emmet Clarie, Robert E. 
DeMascio, and James Lawrence King, attended all or some of 
the sessions of the Conference. 


The Acting Deputy Attorney General of the United 
States, Honorable D. Lowell Jensen and the Director of the 
United States Marshals Service, Stanley E. Morris, addressed 
the Conference briefly on matters of mutual interest to the 
Department of Justice and the Conference. 


The President of the American Bar Association, Wallace 
D. Riley, attended the Conference briefly on the second day 
and addressed the Conference on the activities of the 
Association relating to improvements in the admininistration 
of justice. 


William E. Foley, Director of the Administrative Office 
of the United States Courts; Joseph F. Spaniol, Jr., Deputy 
Director; James E. Macklin, Executive Assistant Director; 
William J. Weller, Legislative Affairs Officer; Daniel R. 
Cavan, Deputy Legislativ: Affairs Officer; Deborah H. Kirk, 
Chief, Office of Management Review; Professor A. Leo Levin, 
Director of the Federal Judicial Center; Charles W. Nihan, 
Deputy Director, attended the sessions of the Conference. 
Mark W. Cannon, Administrative Assistant to the Chief 
Justice, also attended the sessions of the Conference. 


The Director of the Federal Judicial Center, A. Leo 
Levin, presented a report on the activities of the Center. 


REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR 
OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS 


The Director of the Administrative Office of the United 
States Courts, William E. Foley, submitted to the Conference a 
brief report on the judicial business of the courts during the 
calendar year 1983. 


JUDICIAL BUSINESS OF THE COURTS 


Mr. Foley stated that appeals filed in the United States 
courts of appeals during the calendar year 1983 totalled 
31,800, including 1,014 appeals filed in the Court of Appeals 
for the Federal Circuit. There were 30,528 appeals 
terminated, including 748 in the Federal Circuit, and on 
December 31, 1983 there were 23,713 appeals pending 
including 557 in the Federal Circuit. Excluding that circuit, 
the number of appeals filed in 1983 increased 9.4 percent. 


Civil cases filed in the United States district courts in 
1983 increased to a record 255,546 cases, 14.3 percent more 
than in 1982 and 34.2 percent more than the number filed in 
1981. There were 226,307 civil cases closed, 11.7 percent 
more than the previous year, but 29,239 cases less than the 
nuinber filed. As a result, civil cases pending rose to a record 
246,863 cases as of December 31, 1983. 


During the year there were 36,636 criminal cases filed 
in the district courts, up 11.6 percent from the previous year. 
There were 33,852 criminal cases closed, and the — 
caseload increased approximately 16 percent to 20,276 as o 
December 31, 1983. 


In 1983 there were 349,148 bankruptcy petitions filed in 
the bankruptcy courts, a decrease of 8.3 percent from the 
previous year. There were 312,226 bankruptcy cases closed 
and the number of pending petitions rose to a record 596,735 as 
of December 31, 1983. 


JOINT FACILITIES FOR THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
OFFICE AND THE FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER 


Mr. Foley informed the Conference that the Architect 
of the Capitol was considering the prospects of constructing a 
building on Capital Hill to be occupied jointly by the 
Administrative Office and the Federal Judicial Center. The 
Conference thereupon adopted the following resolution: 


The Administrative Office of the United States 
Courts, established by the Congress in 1939, 
operates under the policy guidance of the Judicial 
Conference of the United States. Initially located 
in the Supreme Court Building, the growth and size 


of the Administrative Office required it to acquire 
additional space as early as 1954 and currently, the 
Administrative Office is located in five different 
buildings in downtown Washington and an adjacent 
Maryland community. 


The Federal Judicial Center, established fifteen 
years ago as the research, training and development 
arm of the Judiciary, which works in close 
coordination with the Administrative Office, now 
occupies three different sites in downtown 
Washington. 


The Judicial Conference of the United States takes 
note of the fact that having these separate offices 
creates a major obstacle to the achievement of 
efficiency and productivity and an _ undesirable 
hindrance to the necessary oversight of the Chief 
Justice. The Judicial Conference also notes that 
the Master Plan for the United States Capitol 
envisages a single office building for these purposes 
to be located immediately to the east of Union 
Station on land now owned by the Government. 


Therefore the Judicial Conference hereby urges the 
Congress to consider favorably a proposal to design 
and construct a new office building on the above 
mentioned site in order to bring together the offices 
of the Administrative Office of the United States 
Courts, the Federal Judicial Center, the 
headquarters of the Judicial Conference of the 
United States and satellite groups such as the 
offices of the Clerk of the Judicial Panel on 
Multidistrict Litigation and the Board of 
Certification for Circuit Executives. 


Given the current rental scales in the District of 
Columbia, it appears that the aggregate current 
payments for rent would amortize the cost of a 
building in a little over 7 years. 


JUDICIAL PANEL ON 
MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION 


A written statement filed with the Conference by the 
Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation indicated that during 
the year ended December 31, 1983, the Panel had acted on 17 
new groups of multidistrict litigation and had ordered transfer 
in 10. These 19 groups encompass 162 separate civil actions of 
which 73 were centralized for consolidated pretrial 
proceedings with 89 actions already pending in the various 
transferee districts at the time of transfer. The Panel denied 
transfer of 39 actions. 


Since its creation in 1968 the Panel has transferred 
11,186 civil actions for centralized pretrial proceedings in 
carrying out its responsibilities. 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIAL BRANCH 


In the absence of Judge Frank M. Coffin, Chairman of 
the Committee on the Judicial Branch, Judge Arlin M. Adams, 
a Committee member, presented a brief oral report. 


Judge Adams stated that the Committee had recently 
met to formulate plans for a presentation to be made to the 
quadrennial Commission on Executive, Legislative and Judicial 
Salaries to be appointed this year. He requested permission to 
submit the presentation in the name of the Conference, to 
which there was no objection. Judge Adams also stated that 
the Committee would consider the Administrative Office study 
of the effects on judges and the judicial system of the 
imposition of Social Security coverage of judges who entered 
on duty prior to the enactment of the 1983 amendments. 
Congress requested the study and the Administrative Office 
has retained the services of a qualified actuary. 


COMMITTEE ON COURT ADMINISTRATION 


Judge Elmo B. Hunter, Chairman of the Committee on 
Court Administration, presented the Committee's report. 


AUTOMATION 


Judge Hunter informed the Conference that the 
Subcommittee on Judicial Improvements had received a 
detailed briefing on the elements of automation and the 
development and operation of automated systems within the 
Judiciary. The Subcommittee hopes to complete its review of 
the five-year plan for automation and to file _ its 
recommendations in time for the next session of the 
Conference. 


Judge Hunter further stated that the Committee had 
considered whether to authorize automated appellate, civil, 
and bankruptcy dockets in lieu of hard copy dockets as already 
approved by the Conference for criminal dockets. The 
Conference was advised that the Advisory Committees on Civil 
and Appellate Rules were considering rules changes to permit 
the use of automated dockets. Upon the recommendation of 
the Committee, the Conference approved the following 
recommendation: 


That the Judicial Conference approve substitutions 
of automated courts of appeals, civil, and 
bankruptcy dockets for the present manually 
prepared dockets, provided that, at the conclusion 
of the case, a printout of the entire record is made 
and bound in the regular docket books of the court. 


RECORDS DISPOSITION 


The Conference at its September, 1982 session (Conf. 
Rpt., p. 119) approved a schedule for the disposition of the 
records of the United States courts. The Committee reported 
that the transition to the revised records schedule has 
proceeded smoothly in all courts except the bankruptcy 
courts. Changes in the Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure and a 
further analysis of the records retention requirements require 
a revision to the schedule for bankruptcy records in order to 
correct deficiencies and reduce the amount of time necessary 
to sort, transfer, or dispose of bankruptcy records. The 
National Archives and Records Service has given preliminary 
approval to a revised schedule for bankruptcy records. Upon 
the recommendation of the Committee the Conference 
approved the revisions to the records disposition schedule for 
bankrupt cy cases. 


UNITED STATES COURTS DESIGN GUIDE 


Judge Hunter informed the Conference that since May, 
1979 the Subcommittee on Judicial Improvements had been 
working with the staff of the Administrative Office to revise 
the United States Courts Design Guide. In January, 1982 the 
Committee referred the Guide to the various circuit judicial 
councils for comment, thereafter revised the Guide in the light 
of the comments received, and distributed the Guide to each 
member of the Conference in September, 1983. Thereafter the 
judicial councils in two circuits submitted additional 
recommendations for changes in the Guide and further changes 
were adopted by the Subcommittee. 


The Conference approved the recommendations for 
changes in the Guide submitted by the Committee, and 
approved the Guide as modified. 


PLACES OF HOLDING COURT 


Judge H:mter informed the Conference that the United 
States District Court in Vermont and the Judicial Council of 
the Second Circuit had recommended that Bennington be 
statutorily designated as a place of holding court in that 
district. Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference approved the designation of Bennington, Vermont 
as an additional place of holding court and authorized the 
transmission of an appropriate request to the Congress. 


H.R. 4662, 98th Congress, would create a seventh 
division in the Southern District of Texas by splitting the 
Brownsville Division and designating McAllen as a place of 
holding court in the new division. Judge Hunter informed the 
Conference that both the district court and the Judicial 
Council of the Fifth Circuit had recommended approval. The 
Conference thereupon recommended the enactment of H.R. 
4662. 


DISTRIBUTION OF REPORTS 


The Conference in March, 1983 (Conf. Rpt., p. 12), 
authorized the Committee to consider whether the circulation 
of Conference reports or other reports to all judges might be 
curtailed. Judge Hunter informed the Conference that each 


member of the Subcommittee on Judicial Improvements had 
reviewed the materials received in his own office over a period 
of time to determine if any unnecessary materials could have 
been eliminated. After full consideration the Subcommittee 
concluded that no action could be taken that would satisfy all 
judges or provide worthwhile guidance to the Administrative 
Office and the Federal Judicial Center. Accordingly, the 
Committee made no recommendation for procedural changes. 


UNIFORM RULES OF DISCIPLINARY ENFORCEMENT 


At its session in September, 1978 (Conf. Rpt., p. 42) the 
Conference approved the Model Rules of Disciplinary 
Enforcement promulgated by the American Bar Association 
and recommended their adoption by all federal district and 
appellate courts. Thereafter the Conference approved an 
amendment to the model rules regarding the collection of fees 
to defray the cost of operation of the rules. (Conf. Rpt., Mar., 
1979, p. 7). Since that time many courts have adopted the 
disciplinary enforcement rules, but some have not, contending 
that their procedures are superior to the model rules. 


The Committee pointed out that the model rules require 
that disciplinary actions taken by a court be reported to all 
courts where the attorney is admitted to practice and to the 
American Bar Association National Discipline Data Bank. The 
federal trial and appellate courts which have not adopted the 
Model Rules do not follow this procedure. The Committee 
believes that unless disciplinary actions are reported to all 
licensing authorities they will have little effect on the practice 
before other courts of unscrupulous individuals. The lack of 
continuous communication of disciplinary actions depletes the 
deterrent value of the disciplinary process. The problem is 
growing because of the nationwide character of law firms and 
individual practices. The Committee, therefore, recommended 
that the Conference take the following action: 


(1) impress upon the courts of appeals and the 
district courts the necessity of adopting the 
Model Ruleg of Disciplinary Enforcement 
unless current rules for disciplinary 
proceedings are objectively more effective 
and efficient for the implementation of 
attorney discipline; 


(2) impress upon the courts of appeals, the 
Judicial Councils of each Circuit and the 
district courts the importance of reporting 
all private and public discipline of attorneys 
to all licensing authorities with jurisdiction 
over the attorney or attorneys disciplined; 


(3) request that state courts report all 
disciplinary actions taken against attorneys 
who are members of the bar of federal 
courts to the respective federal courts; and 


(4) recommend that all public discipline 
imposed by all state and federal courts be 
reported to the American Bar Association 
National Discipline Data Bank, including 
public discipline imposed over the last five 
years unless previously submitted. 


These recommendations of the Committee were 
approved by the Conference. 


JUDICIAL IMMUNITY 


The Conference requested that the Committee give 
further study to various proposals to amend federal law to 
preclude suits for damages or the imposition of attorney's fees 
against judges or judicial officers for actions arising out of the 
performance of their official duties. 


LAW CLERKS AND SECRETARIES 


The Conference in March, 1978 (Conf. Rpt., p. 12) 
approved qualification standards for a secretary to a federal 
judge at grade JSP-11 requiring eight years of experience as a 
secretary to a federal judge of which seven were to be in grade 
JSP-10. The requirement of seven years of experience in grade 
JSP-10, when added to the seven years of total experience 
necessary for that grade, results in a total of fourteen years of 
experience for a secretary to be eligible for grade JSP-11. The 
Committee pointed out that secretaries in private law firms 
reach the top level after only nine to ten years of experience 
and that secretaries in the Executive Branch of Government 
qualify for grade GS-10 after seven years of experience but are 


eligible to be promoted to grade GS-11 after only one year of 
experience. 


Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference modified the qualification standards for a 
secretary to a federal judge to require four years of experience 
as a secretary to a federal judge, of which three years must be 
in grade JSP-10, in order to qualify for grade JSP-11. This 
change in the qualification standards is subject to the 
availability of funds. 


ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANTS TO CHIEF JUDGES 


Judge Hunter reported that the Committee had 
considered a proposal that a secretarial position on the 
personal staff of the Chief Judge of a district court with five 
to ten judges be reclassified as an administrative aide at grade 
JSP-13. The Committee pointed out that many of the duties 
suggested for the position are ‘hose currently set forth in the 
"Mission Statement for the Office of the Clerk" which was 
presented at the October, 1974 meeting of the Conference of 
Metropolitan Chief Judges. Further, the Federal Judicial 
Center will soon be conducting an evaluation of the district 
court executive program. While smaller metropolitan courts 
may not qualify to have a district court executive, the 
Committee felt that it was premature to consider an 
administrative position at this time. Upon the 
recommendation of the Committee the Conference rejected 
the proposal for an administrative position in district courts 
with five to ten judgeship positions. 


COURT REPORTERS' SICK LEAVE 


At its session in March, 1982 (Conf. Rot., p. 12) the 
Conference approved the use of a substitute reporter on a 
contractual basis when an official court reporter becomes ill, 
limited, however, to not more than 30 days in any calendar 
year. Subsequently the Conference approved § the 
recommendation of the Committee that court reporters who 
are assigned a "regular tour of duty" must come under the 
Leave Act for purposes of annual leave. (Conf. Rpt., Sept., 
1983, p. 49). The Committee was further authorized to give 
— to the need to change the current sick leave 
. cy. 
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Judge Hunter reported that the Committee is now 
convinced that having court reporters covered by one portion 
of the Leave Act and not the other is contrary to the purposes 
of the Act. The Committee therefore recommended and the 
Conference adopted the following policy: 


Court reporters who are assigned regular tours of 
duty are to earn sick leave according to the Leave 
Act. Thus, the Conference's policy on sick leave 
acopted at iis March 1982 meeting is rescinded. 
Sick leave will be authorized only in accordance 
with the Leave Act, i.e., reporters who have no 
reguier tours of duty may not remain in a pay 
status if they cannot record the proceedings 
because they are ill, unless they provide their own 
substitutes. 


COURT REPORTERS' TRANSCRIPTS 


The United States Court Reporters Association 
requested that the Judicial Conference amend the transcript 
format standards adopted in March, 1983 (Conf. Rpt., p. 11) 
and subsequently set out in Chapter XVII of the Court 
Reporter's Manual. Judge Hunter stated that the Committee 
had thoroughly considered all of the proposals and 
recommended the adoption of the following: 


(1) On the title page, designate "civil" or 
"criminal" docket number; identify the 
judge; delete "transcript ordered by"; 


(2) On the index, indicate "further redirect 
examination"; list exhibits as "exhibits" 
rather than as "evidence"; 


(3) Change the format so that when 
transcribing testimony through an 
interpreter it will be assumed that answers 
are made in a foreign language and 
interpreted unless a parenthetical (in 
English) is inserted. 


These changes were approved by the Conference. 


AMENDED DISCOVERY RULES 


The Conference discussed the recent amendments to the 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure which are designed to require 
a greater level of judicial management of litigation by district 
judges. The Chief Justice requested that the district courts 
conduct meetings with members of their bar to acquaint them 
with these new rules and that programs of this type also be 
conducted at the circuit level. 


JUDICIAL ETHICS COMMITTEE 


The written report of the Judicial Ethics Committee, 
chaired by Judge Edward A. Tamm, was received by the 
Conference. The report indicated that the Committee had 
received 1,871 financial disclosure reports for the calendar 
year 1982 and that the Committee had addressed 839 letters of 
inquiry to judicial officers and employees concerning omissions 
or commissions in their 1982 filings. 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON CODES OF CONDUCT 


The written report of the Advisory Committee on Codes 
of Conduct, under the chairmanship of Judge Howard T. 
Markey, indicated that since its last report the Committee had 
received 19 inquiries and had issued 18 advisory responses. The 
Committee has also responded to 12 telephone inquiries that 
did not require reference to the Committee. 


COMMITTEE ON INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGN MENTS 


The written report of the Committee on Intercircuit 
Assignments, submitted by the Chairman, Judge George L. 
Hart, Jr., was received by the Conference, 


The report indicated that during the period from August 
20, 1983 through February 15, 1984, the Committee had 
recommended 84 assignments to he undertaken by 62 judges. 
Of this number, 12 were senior circuit judges, 11 were active 
circuit judges, 2 were active district judges, 3 were active 
judges of the Court of International Trade, 2 were active 
judges of Bankruptcy Courts and | was a retired Supreme 
Court Justice. 
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A retired Justice of the Supreme Court, 12 senior 
circuit judges, 11 active circuit judges, 15 senior district 
judges, and 2 active judges of the Court of International Trade 
undertook 57 assignments to courts of appeals. One senior 
circuit judge, 17 senior district judges, 2 active district judges 
and 1 active judge of the Court of International Trade 
undertook 25 assignments to the United States district courts. 
In addition, two active bankruptcy judges were assigned to 
bankruptcy courts outside their respective circuits. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF 
THE PROBATION SYSTEM 


Judge Gerald B. Tjoflat, Chairman of the Committee on 
the Administration of the Probation System, presented the 
Committee's report. 


SENTENCING INSTITUTES 


The Conference in September, 1983 (Conf. Rpt., p. 69) 
approved tentative plans for the convening of an Institute on 
Sentencing for the judges of the First, Third, and District of 
Columbia Circuits to be held at the Federal Correctional 
Institution at Otisville, New York, April 30 to May 2, 1984. 
The Committee submitted the final agenda for the Sentencing 
Institute which the Conference approved. 


The Conference, upon the recommendation of the 
Committee, also authorized the convening of a Joint Institute 
on Sentencing for the judges of the Fifth and Seventh Circuits 
to be held some time in July, 1985 and a Joint Institute on 
Sentencing for the judges of the Ninth Circuit to be held during 
the fiscal year 1985. The convening of these Institutes on 
Sentencing is subject to the approval of an agenda to be 
presented at a future session of the Conference. 


APPELLATE REVIEW OF SENTENCES 


Judge Tjoflat reviewed the history of sentencing reform 
legislation as reported to the Conference in September, 1982 
(Conf. Rpt., p. 88), March, 1983 (Conf. Rpt., p. 28), and 
September, 1983 (Conf. Rpt., p. 68). He stated that on 
February 2, 1984 the Senate approved for the fourth time a 
determinate sentencing model providing for sentencing 
pursuant to guidelines promulgated by a sentencing commission 
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and appellate review of sentences in the courts of appeals. 
This sentencing model, which embodies the Senate versions of 
sentencing reform proposals previously considered and rejected 
by the Conference, is contained in the comprehensive Crime 
Control Act, S. 1762 and the Sentencing Reform Act, S. 668. 
The Senate adopted these respective measures by votes of 91 
to 1 and 85 to 3. The Senate rejected the Conference's 
compromise measure, S. 1182, approved in March, 1983 (Conf. 
Rpt., p. 28). That measure is now pending in the House as H.R. 
3128 along with several other proposals, including H.R. 4554, 
the Sentencing Reform Act of 1983, which contain orovisions 
previously considered and rejected by the Conference. 


Each of the pending sentencing reform proposals may, if 
enacted, have a substantial impact on the workload of the 


courts of appeals and, therefore, should receive continuous 
study and re-evaluation. Accordingly, the Conference resolved 


that the subject of appellate review of sentencing be 
recom mitted to the Committee for further study and report. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM 


Judge Robert E. DeMascio, Chairman of the Committee 
on the Bankruptcy System, presented the Committee's report. 


ARRANGEMENTS FOR BANKRUPTCY JUDGES 


The Conference upon the recommendation of the 
Committee took the following action with respect to changes 


in arrangements for bankruptcy judges. These changes are to 
become effective when appropriated funds are available. 


EIGHTH CIRCUIT 
North Dakota: 


(1) Ratified the action taken by the Executive 
Committee to convert the combination part-time 
bankruptcy judge-magistrate position at F to 
full-time status at an aggregate salary of $65,800 
per annum until the vacant full-time bankruptcy 
judge position at Fargo is filled. At that time the 
salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Fargo will be reinstated at $32,900 per annum and 
the incumbent will be authorized to perform the 
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the duties of a part-time bankruptcy judge at no 
additional compensation. 


NINTH CIRCUIT 
Arizona: 


(1) Designated Safford as an additional place of 
holding bankruptcy court in this district. 


bANKRUPTCY STATISTICS 


Judge. DeMascio stated that the Committee had 
conducted a comprehensive review of the bankruptcy 
statistical reporting system and had recommended to the 
Administrative Office various changes designed to provide a 
better measure of the judicial and administrative workloads 
involved in processing bankruptcy petitions. The 
recommendations are currently being put into effect. 


UNITED STATES TRUSTEES 


Judge DeMascio also informed the Conference that the 
Committee had reviewed the report of the Attorney General of 
the United States on the United States trustee system, 
submitted pursuant to Section 408(b) of the Bankruptcy Reform 


Act of 1978. The Attorney General recommended the 
continuation of the basic concept of the United States trustee 
program to oversee case administration under the Bankruptcy 
Code. He further suggested that the program could be placed 
in the Judicial Branch, in an Executive Branch agency other 
than the Department of Justice, or continued in the 
Department of Justice. 


Judge DeMascio pointed out that since 1977 the 
Conference had consistently taken the position that placing the 
current statutory scheme for bankruptcy estate administration 
under the Attorney General creates inherent conflicts of 
interest and involves excessive administrative costs. The 
Attorney General's report acknowledges that a conflict of 
interest is certain to arise when two government lawyers 
appear to assert different and conflicting interests and 
estimates the annual cost of — a national United 
States Trustee Program would be $29,325,000. The report 
further acknowledges that the efficient and general 
administration of the bankruptcy court and its case 
management system are the primary concerns of the Judiciary, 


and that the performance of this function is quite divergent 
from the primary mission of the Department of Justice. The 
Committee was of the view that these administrative functions 
could be performed more effectively and at substantial savings 
if housed within the Judiciary. The Committee found no 
reason for the Conference to alter or modify its long-standing 
position on this issue. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
FEDERAL MAGISTRATES SYSTEM 


The report of the Committee on the Administration of 
the Federal Magistrates System was oresented by the 
Chairman, Judge Otto R. Skopil, Jr. 


SALARIES OF PART-TIME MAGISTRATES 


Judge Skopil stated that the government-wide 
comparability, or cost-of-living, salary adjustments are not 
applied automatically to the salaries of part-time magistrates, 
as they are to bankruptcy judges by operation of law and to 
full-time magistrates by resolution of the Conference, but 
require the affirmative action of the Conference. He pointed 
out that the salaries of part-time magistrates have been 
adjusted only once since 1979, a 4 percent increase granted in 
March, 1983, retroactive to October, 1982. 


Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference granted part-time magistrates, including those in 
combination positions who perform part -time magistrate duties 
for specific additional compensation, the 3.5 percent increase 
in salary that was granted to other federal employees 
retroactive to the beginning of the first pay period 
commencing on or after January 1, 1984. 


The new salary levels authorized for part-time 
magistrates are as follows: 


Level 16 ...ccccecsvceveccees -++$ 32,900 
Level 15 ........ TETTTTTTILLT --$ 28,794 
Level 14 ......... TETTTTLile -++$ 24,865 
Level 13 wc cccecevevesecvcces ~++$ 21,851 
Level 12 ......... TETTETILLL TLE $ 19,268 
Level ll wc ccesceevevescees e+ee$ 16,684 
Level 10 ........ W — $ 14,639 
Level 9 ......... eeccces ........8 12,702 
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Level 7 ...... eceeoeces , — 8,826 
Level 6... cece eeeeeeees ‘ .$ 6,889 
Level 5 ....... ees ; eseces $ 4,844 
Level 4 ........... eeccce cccccoel 3,875 
BOD ccoccccesecesoeooeeees $ 2,906 
Level 2 ..... ececcccccece evcces .$ 1,938 
BGS coecececcesecesoseeeceee $ 969 


EXPENSES OF PART-TIME MAGISTRATES 


The Director of the Administrative Office is authorized 
to reimburse part-time magistrates for expenses incurred for 
clerical and secretarial assistance pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 635(b) 
in accordance with regulations issued with Judicial Conference 
approval. These regulations currently limit the annual 
reimbursement to 100 percent of the part-time magistrate's 
annual salary, with provision for adjustment upon a showing of 
exceptional circumstances. The Committee proposed a change 
in the regulations to limit the total reimbursement for a part- 
time magistrate's clerical and secretarial expenses to a 
percentage of a full-time magistrate's clerical and secretarial 
expenses. The percentage would be determined by a ratio of 
the part-time magistrate's salary to a full-time magistrate's 
salary. The provision for increasing the amount upon a showing 
of exceptional circumstances would be continued. 


Upon the recommendation of the Committee, the 
Conference approved changes in the Director's regulations 
governing reimbursement of expenses of part-time magistrates 
for salaries and related benefits of secretarial and clerical 
employees to provide for a ceiling on reimbursement based 
upon proportionality between a part-time magistrate's salary 
and a full-time magistrate's salary, rather than a ceiling based 
upon 100 percent of the salary of a part-time magistrate. The 
ceiling could be exceeded, as at present, upon a showing of 
exceptional circumstances. 


FULL-TIME MAGISTRATE POSITIONS COMPENSATED 
AT LESS THAN THE STATUTORY MAXIMUM 
Judge Skopil stated that the Chief Judge of the Eastern 


District of California had requested an increase in the salary 
of the full-time magistrate position at Yosemite National Park 
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to the maximum currently authorized salary for a full-time 
magistrate. Since the magistrate's presence is required full- 
time, the Chief Judge thought he should be paid at the full- 
time rate regardless of the workload. The Committee pointed 
out that if workload alone were considered, the full-time 
magistrate positions at Yosemite and Yellowstone National 
Parks, and Del Rio, Texas, would have remained part-time 
positions. The need for a year-round presence despite the 
seasonal nature of the work, however, has required more than 
part-time positions. The Committee has consistently 
reconciled these concerns by establishing full-time positions at 
less than the maximum salary, thus giving the flexibility 
needed to provide the necessary services to the courts. 


Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference continued the policy of maintaining the special 
full-time magistrate positions at Yosemite National Park, 
Yellowstone National Park, and Del Rio (or Eagle Pass) at 
salaries less than the maximum payable to full-time 
magistrates in general. 


AUTHORIZATION OF A FULL-TIME MAGISTRATE 
FOR EACH DISTRICT 


Judge Skopil stated that the Committee had considered 
a resolution of the Judicial Council of the Eighth Circuit 
requesting that at least one full-time magistrate position be 
authorized in each district. The Committee was of the view 
that the authorization for a full-time magistrate position 
should not be based upon an inflexible statistical workload 
formula, nor should any other inflexible rule form the basis of 
such an authorization. The needs of each district court should 
continue to be judged on an individual basis. 


Although the Committee did not favor the Eighth 
Circuit proposal, Judge Skopil stated that the Magistrates 
Division of the Administrative Office would make a special 
review of the four remaining districts which do not have full- 
time magistrates and report to the Committee. Meanwhile the 
Committee recommended that the Conference continue the 
policy of authorizing additional magistrate resources for a 
district based upon an individual review of the needs of that 
district for magistrate assistance. This recommendation was 
approved by the Conference. 
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GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE REPORT 
ON THE FEDERAL MAGISTRATES SYSTEM 


A July, 1983 report of the General Accounting Office 
entitled "Potential Benefits of Federal Magistrates System Can 
Be Better Realized" contained a number of recommendations 
addressed to the Judicial Conference designed to increase the 
use of magistrates. The report also recommended that 
Congress amend the Magistrates Act, 28 U.S.C. 636(c), to 
provide that the designation of a magistrate to conduct 
proceedings does not preclude a judge from exercising 
jurisdiction over any case even though the parties had 
consented to a magistrate's disposition and to require a judge 
to advise the litigants why a case had not been referred to a 
magistrate for disposition. 


Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference took the following action: 


(1) | Endorsed the actions currently being taken 
or proposed by the Administrative Office 
and the Committee to encourage the 
further use of magistrates and to inform 
the courts about the magistrates system 
and the availability of the Division of 
Magistrates to study a court's utilization of 
magistrates and to advise the court of plans 
that have worked well in other courts. 


Expressed a preference for the language to 
the amendment to 28 U.S.C. 636(eX2) 
submitted in the Conference's report to the 
Congress on the magistrates system in 
December, 1981, rather than the 
amendment proposed in the GAO report. 


CHANGES IN MAGISTRATE POSITIONS 


After consideration of the report of the Committee and 
the recommendations of the Director of the Administrative 
Office, the district courts, and the judicial councils of the 
circuits, the Conference approved the following changes in 
salaries and arrangements for full-time and part-time 
magistrate positions. Unless otherwise indicated, these 
changes are to become effective when appropriated funds are 


available. The salaries of full-time magistrate positions are to 
be determined in accordance with the Salary Plan previously 
adopted by the Conference. The salaries for part-time 
magistrate positions include the comparability adjustments 
authorized by the Conference at this session. 

FIRST CIRCUIT 
Maine: 

(1) Increased the additional compensation of the clerk 
of court at Portland for performing magistrate 
duties from $936 per annum to $1,938 per annum. 

Rhode Island: 


(1) | Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Providence for an additional eight-year term. 


SECOND CIRCUIT 
Connecticut: 
(1) | Authorized a fourth full-time magistrate position 
for the district to be located at Hartford or New 
Haven. 


New York, Western: 


(1) Converted the part-time magistrate position at 
Rochester to a full-time magistrate position. 


THIRD CIRCUIT 
New Jersey: 


(1) Retained the part-time magistrate position at 
Atlantic City at a salary of $1,938 per annum. 


FOURTH CIRCUIT 
North Carolina, Middle: 


(1) | Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Winston-Salem for an additional eight-year term. 
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South Carolina: 


(1) Retained the part-time magistrate position at 
Aiken and increased the i -y from $936 per 
annum 1o $1,938 per annum. 


Virginia, Western: 


(1) Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Winchester. 


West Virginia, Northern: 


(1) Retained the part-time magistrate position at 
Wheeling at a salary of $1,938 per annum. 


(2) Authorized the part-time magistrate at Wheeling 
to exercise jurisdiction in the adjoining Southern 
District of Ohio. 


(3) Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Martinsburg, effective September 30, 1984. 


West Virginia, Southern: 
(1) Authorized a part-time magistrate position at 


Beckley or Bluefield at a salary of $21,851 per 
annum. 


(2) Discontinued the part-time magistrate positions at 
Lewisburg, Parkersburg, and Bluefield upon the 
appointment of the new part-time magistrate at 
Beckley or Bluefield. 


FIFTH CIRCUIT 
Louisiana, Western: 
(1) Authorized the clerk of court at Shreveport to 
serve as a part-time magistrate, as an exception 
to policy, and at no additional compensation. 


(2) Retained the part-time magistrate position at 
Monroe at a salary of $1,938 per annum. 


Texas, Northern: 


(1) 


Retained the part-time magistrate positions at 
Abilene and San Angelo and increased the salary of 
each position from $936 per annum to $1,938 per 
annum. 


Texas, Western: 


(1) 


(2) 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
San Antonio for an additional four-year term and 
increased the salary from $24,024 per annum to 
$32,900 per annum. 


Increased the salary of the full-time magistrate 
position at Del Rio (or Eagle Pass) from $43,600 
per annum to $45,402 per annum, retroactive to 
January 1, 1984, and fixed the salary permanently 
at 69% of the maximum salary of a full-time 
magistrate. 


SIXTH CIRCUIT 


Michigan, Eastern: 


(1) 


(2) 


Converted the part-time magistrate position at 
Bay City to a full-time magistrate position. 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Flint, effective September 30, 1984. 


Michigan, Western: 


(1) 


(2) 


Retained the part-time magistrate position at 
Marquette and increased the salary from $936 per 
annum to $1,938 per annum. 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate positior at 
Traverse City. 


Ohio, Northern: 
(1) 


Retained the part-time magistrate position at 
Lima, increased the salery from $936 per annum to 
$1,938 per annum, and authorized a review of the 
position in six months. 


Ohio, Southern: 


(1) 


(2) 


Retained the part-time magistrate position at 
Portsmouth and increased the salary from $936 per 
annum to $1,938 per annum, 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Steubenville, effective September 30, 1984. 


SEVENTH CIRCUIT 


Indiana, Southern: 


(1) 


(2) 


Retained the part-time magistrate position at New 
Albany at a salary of $1,938 per annum. 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Muncie, effective September 30, | 984. 


Wisconsin, Eastern: 


(1) 


(2) 


Retained the part-time magistrate position at 
Green Bay and increased the salary from $936 per 
annum to $3,875 per annum. 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Appleton, effective September 30, 1984. 


Wisconsin, Western: 


(1) 


(2) 


(3) 


(4) 


Continued the authorization of the clerk of court 
at Madison to perform magistrate duties for an 
additional four-year term at no additional 
compensation. 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Ashland for an additional four-year term, and 
increased the salary from $936 per annum to 
$1,938 per annum. 


Retained the part-time magistrate — at Eau 
Claire and increased the salary from $936 per 
annum to $3,875 per annum. 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate positions at 
Tomah and Wausau, effective September 30, 1984. 


EIGHTH CIRCUIT 
Arkansas, Eastern: 


(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Jonesboro for an additional four-year term at a 
salary of $1,938 per annum. 


(2) Retained the part-time magistrate position at 
West Memphis at a salary of $1,938 per annum. 


lowa, Northern: 


(1) | Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Sioux City for an additional four-year term and 
increased the salary from $1,872 per annum to 
$2,906 per annum. 


(2) Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Dubuque, effective September 30, 1984. 


lowa, Sout hern: 


(1) Authorized a part-time magistrate position at Des 
Moines at a salary of $32,900 per annum. 


Minnesota: 
(1) Retained the part-time magistrate position at 


Bemidji and increased the salary from $936 per 
annum to $1,938 per annum. 


Missouri, Eastern: 


(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Cape Girardeau for an additional four-year term 
at a salary of $1,938 per annum. 


(2) Discontinued the part-time magistrate positions at 
Ozark National Scenic Riverways and Hannibal. 


Missouri, Western: 
(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at 


Springfield, and the full-time magistrate position 
at Kansas City which is due to expire on December 


12, 1984, for additional eight-year terms. 


Nebraska: 
(1) 


(2) 


Retained the part-time magistrate position at 
North Platte and increased the salary from $936 
per annum to $1,938 per annum. 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Gering (or Scottsbluff), effective September 30, 
1984. 


North Dakota: 


(1) 


Alaska: 
(1) 


(2) 


Arizona: 


(1) 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Rolla, effective September 30, 1 984. 


NINTH CIRCUIT 


Retained the part-time magistrate position at 
Juneau and increased the salary from $936 per 
annum to $2,906 per annum. 


Retained the part-time magistrate positions at 
Ketchikan, Kodiak and Nome and increased the 
salary of each position from $936 per annum to 
$1,938 per annum. The positions at Kodiak and 
Nome are to be reviewed in one year. 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Page for an additional four-year term and 
increased the salary from $936 per annum to 
$1,938 per annum. 


California, Northern: 


(1) 


Retained the part-time magistrate position at 
Eureka and increased the salary from $936 per 
annum to $1,938 per annum. 


California, Eastern: 


(1) 


Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Fresno for an additional eight-year term. 


(2) 


(3) 


(4) 


(5) 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Sacramento from $18,616 per annum to 
$28,794 per annum. 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Redding for an additional four-year term and 
increased the salary from $12,272 per annum to 
$16,684 per annum. 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Susanville for an additional four-year term at a 
salary of $2,906 per annum. 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Alturas, effective September 30, 1984. 


California, Central: 


(1) 


(2) 


(3) 


(4) 


(5) 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at San Luis Obispo from $16,120 per 
annum to $19,268 per annum. 


Converted the part-time magistrate position at 
Santa Ana to a full-time magistrate position, 
subject to the condition that the position may not 
be filled until an active federal district judge is 
stationed and serving at that location. 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Santa Barbara for an additional four-year term, 
but reduced the salary from $10,400 per annum to 
$8,826 per annum. 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Oxnard (or Ventura) for an additional four-year 
term and increased the salary from $6,656 per 
annum to $8,826 per annum. 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Barstow (or Victorville) for an additional four-year 
term, but reduced the salary from $4,680 per 
annum to $3,875 per annum. 
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Hawaii: 
(1) 


(2) 


(3) 


(4) 


Montana: 
(1) 


(2) 


(3) 


Retained the part-time magistrate position at Hilo 
and increased the salary from $1,872 per annum to 
$3,875 per annum. 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Johnston Island, effective September 30, 1984. 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Lihue, effective September 30, 1984. 


Retained the part-time magistrate position at 
Wailuku and increased the salary from $936 per 
annum to $1,938 per annum. 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Glasgow for an additional four-year term at a 
salary of $1,938 per annum. 


Retained the part-time magistrate positions at 
Wolf Point and Helena at a salary of $1,938 per 
annum for each position. The salary of the 
position at Helena is to be reviewed in one year. 


Retained the part-time magistrate position at Cut 
Bank and increased the salary from $936 per 
annum to $1,938 per annum. 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate positions at 
Bozeman and Butte, effective September 30, 1984. 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Bend for an additional four-year term at a salary 
of ¢ .,938 per annum. 


Retained the part-time magistrate position at 
Coquille and increased the salary from $936 per 
annum to $1,938 per annum. 


Washington, Western: 


(1) 


Colorado: 
(1) 


(2) 


(3) 


(4) 


K ansas: 
(1) 


(2) 


(3) 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Olympic National Park from $14,144 
per annum to $24,865 per annum. 


TENTH CIRCUIT 


Continued the povSne magistrate position at 
Grand Junction for an additional four-year term at 
a salary of $32,900 per annum. 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Rocky Mountain National Park for an additional 
four-year term, but decreased the salary from 
$12,272 per annum to $8,826 per annum, effective 
October 1, 1984. 


Retained the part-time magistrate positions at 
Steamboat Springs (or Craig) and Monte Vista at a 
salary of $1,938 per annum for each position. 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Cortez. 


Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Wichita for an additional eight-year term. 


Authorized a part-time magistrate position at 
Wichita at a salary of $28,794 per annum. 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate positions at 
Colby, Parsons, and Garden City, effective 
September 30, 1984. 


New Mexico: 


(1) 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Alamogordo for an additional four-year term and 
increased the salary from $1,872 per annum to 
$2,906 per annum. 


(2) 


(3) 


(4) 


(5) 


Continued the part-time magistrate positions at 
Gallup and Santa Fe for additional four-year terms 
at a salary of $1,938 per annum for each position. 


Redesignated the part-time magistrate position at 
Portales (or Clovis) as Portales (or Clovis or 
Roswell) and increased the salary from $936 per 
annum to $4,844 per annum. 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Roswell. 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Farmington from $936 per annum to 
$1,938 per annum. 


Oklahoma, Eastern: 


(1) 
Utah: 


(1) 


Wyoming: 
(1) 


(2) 


(3) 


Retained the part-time magistrate position at 
Hugo at a salary of $1,938 per annum. 


Retained the part-time magistrate positions at 
Cedar City, Monticello (or Moab), and Vernal (or 
Roosevelt) at a salary of $1,938 per annum for 
each position. 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Sheridan for an additional four-year term and 
increased the salary from $1,872 per annum to 
$2,906 per annum. 


Continued the part-time magistrate positions at 
Cody and Worland for additional four-year terms 
and increased the salary from $936 per annum to 
$1,938 per annum for each position. 


Retained the part-time magistrate positions at 
Casper, Green River, and Rawlins and increased 
the salary from $936 per annum to $1,938 per 
annum for each position. 


ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 
Florida, Northern: 


(1) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Tallahassee from $21,112 per annum to 
$32,900 per annum. 


Florida, Middle: 


(1) Retained the part-time magistrate position at Fort 
Myers and increased the salary from $936 per 
annum to $1,938 per annum. 


Florida, Sout hern: 


(1) Authorized a part-time magistrate position at 
West Palm Beach at a salary of $12,702 per 
annum. 


Georgia, Middle: 


(1) Converted the part-time magistrate position at 
Macon to a full-time magistrate position. 


(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Valdosta for an additional four-year term at a 
salary of $4,844 per annum. 


COMMITTEE TO IMPLEMENT THE 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 


Judge Thomas J. MacBride, Chairman of the Committee 
to Implement the Criminal Justice Act, presented the report of 
the Committee. 


APPOINTMENTS AND PAYMENTS 


Judge MacBride submitted to the Conference a report 
on appointments and payments under the Criminal Justice Act 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 1983. The report 
indicated that Congress appropriated $34,215,000 for 
"Defender Services" for the fiscal year 1983 and that the 
entire amount available for the year will be expended. 
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During the year approximately 50,000 persons were 
represented under the Criminal Justice Act, compared to 
46,105 persons during the fiscal year 1982, an increase of 8.4 
percent. Of these persons, Federal Public and Community 
Defender Organizations represented 26,227 or 52.5 percent of 
the total representations, compared to 49.2 percent in the 
fiscal year 1982 and 50.4 percent in the fiscal year 1981. 


The Conference authorized the Director of the 
Administrative Office to transmit this report to all Chief 
Judges, to all Federal Defender Organizations, and to others 
who may request copies. 


GRANT REQUESTS - COMMUNITY DEFENDER 
ORGANIZATIONS 


At its session in September, 1983 (Conf. Rpt., p. 83) the 
Conference deferred consideration of the funding level for the 
Community Defender Organization in the Eastern and Southern 
Districts of New York. Judge MacBride stated that the 
Committee had reviewed the professional staffing and 
compensation pattern and other operational aspects of this 
organization, and had recommended that the Conference 
approve a sustaining grant for the fiscal year 1985 in the 
amount of $1,629,964. This recommendation was approved by 
the Conference. 


BUDGET REQUESTS - FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDERS 


The Conference in September, 1983 (Conf. Rpt., p. 81) 
deferred consideration of a budget request for the recently 
established Federal Public Defender Organization for the 
District of Oregon which had been converted from a 
Community Defender Organization. Upon the recommendation 
of the Committee, the Conference approved supplemental 
funding for the defender office in this district for the fiscal 
year 1984 in the amount of $32,687 and approved a budget 
request for the fiscal year 1985 in the amount of $553,990. 


The Conference, upon the recommendation of the 
Committee, also approved funding in the amount of $272,195 
to establish a Federal Public Defender Organization to serve 
the Northern, Eastern and Western Districts of Oklahoma for 
five months of operation during the fiscal year 1984 and 
approved funding in the amount of $386,740 for the fiscal year 
1985. 
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The Conference further approved a supplemental budget 
request for the fiscal year 1984 in the amount of $39,840 for 
the Federal Public Defender Organization for the Southern and 
Central Districts of Illinois and the Eastern District of 
Missouri and supplemental funding in the amount of $5,123 for 
the fiscal year 1985. 


The Conference, upon the recommendation of the 
Committee, approved supplemental funding requests for 
Federal Public Defender offices for the fiscal years 1984 and 
1985 as follows: 


Fiscal Year Fiscal Year 
District 1984 1985 


California, Eastern $ 26,442 $ 25,817 
Colorado $ 46,346 $ 38,377 
Hawaii $ 61,764 $ 80,801 
Washington, Western $ 12,758 $ 36,060 


GUIDELINES 


The Committee submitied the following amendments to 
the Guidelines for the Administration of the Criminal Justice 
Act which were approved by the Conference: 


1. An amendment to Paragraph 4.02 A to include 
qualification standards to be used in the selection of Federal 
Public Defenders. 


2. An amendment to Paragraph 2.22 D relating to 
procedures for the disposition of payments made by persons 
provided representation under the Criminal Justice Act 
pursuant to a court reimbursement order. 


SALARIES OF FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDERS 


The Conference approved the recommendation of the 
Committee that Federal Public Defenders be excluded from 
the Judicial Conference proposal for a comprehensive salary 
setting plan for Article I judges and other judicial officers. It 
was the view of the Committee that the salaries of Federal 
Public Defenders should continue to be set by the respective 
courts of appeals. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
CRIMINAL LAW 


Judge John D. Butzner, Jr., Chairman of the Committee 
on the Administration of the Criminal Law, presented the 
report of the Committee. 


INSANITY DEFENSE AND CIVIL 
COMMITMENT LEGISLATION 


Judge Butzner stated that both S. 1762 and H.R. 3336, 
98th Congress, contain an amendment to Rule 704 of the 
Federal Rules of Evidence to prohibit an expert witness who is 
testifying with respect to the mental state or condition of the 
defendant from stating an opinion as to whether the defendant 
had a mental state constituting an element of the offense 
charged or of a defense thereto. H.R. 3336 would also amend 
Rule 704 to prohibit an expert witness from giving an opinion 
in a civil commitment proceeding as to the likelihood that an 
individual will commit acts of serious bodily injury to another 
or substantial damage to the property of another. Upon the 
recommendation of the Committee the Conference voted to 
disapprove these proposed amendments to Rule 704 of the 
Federal Rules of Evidence. 


COMMITTEE ON THE OPERATION OF 
THE JURY SYSTEM 


Judge T. Emmet Clarie, Chairman of the Committee on 
the Operation of the Jury System, presented the Committee's 
report. 


JUROR UTILIZATION 


Since July, 1982 the Administrative Office has been 
compiling statistical information on the use of jurors called to 
serve on the first day of trial: Judge Clarie stated that in the 
year ending September 30, 1983, 37 percent of the jurors called 
for service on the first day of trial were neither selected to 
serve on a jury nor were challenged on voir dire. Although this 
was a slight improvement over a previous report, Judge Clarie 
pointed out that on the first day of trial more than one out of 
every three jurors either fails to serve on a jury or to be 
challenged. 


It was the view of the Committee that there was room 
for continued improvement and that the setting of a national 
goal regarding the percentage of jurors not selected, serving, 
or challenged on the first day of trial will contribute to this 
process. Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference adopted as a goal that all district courts limit the 
percentage of jurors not selected, serving, or challenged on 
voir dire or orientation day to 30 percent. 


VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION 


S. 386, 98th Congress, would amend Rule 24(a) of the 
Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure to require, rather than 
permit, counsel to conduct the voir dire examination of 
jurors. S. 677, 98th Congress, would similarly amend Rule 
47(a) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The Conference 
has consistently opposed legislation to require counsel's 
participation in the voir dire examination. (See Conf. Rpt., 
Sept., 1982, p. 114). Upon the recommendation of the 
Committee the Conference reiterated its strong opposition to 
the proposals contained in these bills. 


GRAND JURY ORIENTATION 


Judge Clarie informed the Conference that substantial 
progress had been made toward obtaining a grand jury 
orientation film. The film will be professionally produced by 
major motion picture companies as a public service at no 
expense to the Government. The Committee had reviewed a 
draft of the script for the film and found it to be of an 
impressively high caliber. A revised draft incorporating minor 
changes is being prepared and will be circulated among the 
bench and bar for comment. 


IMPLEMEN™ *.""N COMMITTEE ON ADMISSION 
OF A’ ~* *2 TO FEDERAL PRACTICE 


Judge James -.awrence King, Chairman of the 
Implementation Committee on Admission of Attorneys to 
Federal Practice, presented the Committee's report. 


Judge King informed the Conference that during the 
last 12 months the program of the Committee has considerably 


expanded and developed. The programs now in place in 13 pilot 
courts represent, most probably, the full extent of rule and 
program implementation. Although two courts are still 
involved in the final process of rule adoption, and others have 
only recently implemented their rules, the pilot program now 
stands ready to move into its evaluation phase. 


AD HOC COMMITTEE ON THE LAW CLERK 
SELECTION PROCESS 


Judge Carl McGowan, Chairman of the Ad Hoe 
Committee on the Law Clerk Selection Process, reported that 
the Committee had received two suggestions for a 
modification in the Judicial Conference resolution pertaining 
to the selection of law clerks to require that no offers of 
employment be made to law clerks until September 15 at the 
earliest. 


The Conference, after full discussion, voted to continue 
the two-year experiment with respect to the law clerk 
selection process, to reaffirm the policy that applications for 
law clerkships will neither be received nor considered prior to 
July 15, and directed that this reaffirmation of policy be 
transmitted in an appropriate way to all federal judges who 
will be urged to abide by it. The Conference also expressed 
the hope that the Association of American Law Schools will 
similarly convey to its members the policy agreed upon and 
will urge its members to abide by it. 


AD HOC COMMITTEE ON 
AMERICAN INNS OF COURT 


Judge A. Sherman Christensen, Chairman of the Ad Hoc 
Committee on American Inns of Court, presented a brief 
report on the activities of the Committee. 


Judge Christensen informed the Conference that the 
Committee was appointed by the Chief Justice in October, 
1983, following approval by the Executive Committee, and had 
been charged with the responsibility of assessing the 
experience with the American Inns of Court in sowing the 
seeds for improved trial advocacy and to make 
recommendations for the guidance of existing as well as future 
Inns, to promote the creation of more Inns with the 


cooperation of judges, trial lawyers and law schools, and to 
think through the longer-term, overall, national organizational 
needs and to make appropriate recom mendations. 


Judge Christensen pointed out that the genesis of the 
concept of an American Inn of Court was set out in an article 
by Judge J. Clifford Wallace entitled "American Inns of Court: 
A Way to Improve Advocacy", 68 A.B.A.J. 282 (1982), and that 
the concept and experience with American Inns of Court as 
actually established were described in an article entitled "The 
Concept and Organization of an American Inn of Court", by 
Judge Christensen, 93 F.R.D. 807 (1982). 


He stated that the Committee had developed a manual 
on "How to Create and Operate an American Inn of Court" 
which will be circulated by the Committee to interested 
inquirers. In addition to the original two Inns in Provo and Salt 
Lake City, others have since been established in Honolulu, 
Brooklyn, Mississippi, Washington, D.C., Los Angeles and 
Kansas City (Missouri). New Inns are in course of planning in 
Chicago, San Francisco, San Diego and Tacoma and a second 
and perhaps a third Inn is under consideration in the San 
Francisco Bay area. Material has recently been supplied by the 
Committee upon request from possible sponsors in 14 other 
cities. A quarterly newsletter is being furnished to inquirers 
and to existing Inns for reproduction and circulation by them 
among their members concerning the development of the 


program. 


The question of the creation of a national coordinating 
organization, its sponsor, structure, location, criteria, and 
functions, remains to be determined. The Committee plans to 
continue its work aid will report its recommendations to the 
Conference at a later session. 


COMMITTEE ON ELECTRONIC SOUND RECORDING 


At its session in September, 1983 (Conf. Rpt., p. 47) the 
Conference, on recommendation of the Committee on Court 
Administration, approved regulations governing the use of 
electronic sound recording equipment to record proceedings in 
the United States district courts. The Conference at that time 
further authorized the Chief Justice to appoint an ad hoc 
Committee of members of the Conference to monitor, on 
behalf of the Conference between meetings thereof, the 
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implementation by the Administrative Office of the 
regulations adopted with respect to the electronic sound 
recording of court proceedings. The Chief Justice 
subsequently appointed Chief Judge Collins J. Seitz, Judge 
Robert R. Merhige, Jr. and Judge Albert G. Schatz as 
Committee members. 


Judge Seitz informed the Conference that the 
Committee had met and reviewed the guidelines for recording 
proceedings electronically in the district courts by electronic 
sound recording prior to their release in January, but since 
then had received questions concerning Section 6 thereof 
pertaining to the court reporter staff. The Conference 
considered the objections to this section and on motion of 
Judge Merhige directed that Subsections (b) and (c) be deleted 
from the guidelines and that the words "where feasible" be 
deleted from Subsection 6(a) of the guidelines. 


COURT OF INTERNATIONAL TRADE 


The Conference ratified the action previously taken by 
its Executive Committee opposing the enactment of H.R. 4403, 
98th Congress, to change the name of the Court of 
International Trade to the "Paul P. Rao Court of International 
Trade", and further recommended against renaming the 
courthouse after him. 


MEMORIAL RESOLUTION 


The Conference, noting the death of Judge Mary Anne 
Richey, formerly Chairwoman of the Judicial Conference 
Subcommittee on Federal-State Relations, adopted the 
following Resolution and directed that it be transmitted to her 
husband and daughter. 


Whereas: United States District Judge Mary Anne 
Richey of the District of Arizona and the Chairwoman 
of our Subcommittee on Federal-State Relations 
passed away on November 25, 1983, at Tucson, 
Arizona. 


Judge Richey served with distinction as a member of 


the Women's Army Service Pilots during World War 1, 
from 1943 to 1945. In 1951, she earned her law degree 


from the University of Arizona. Over the next quarter 
of a century, Judge Richey became a well respected 
member of the bar, serving as a Deputy County 
Attorney, an Assistant United States Attorney, the 
United States Attorney for the District of Arizona, 
and Special Assistant Attorney General of Arizona. 


Judge Richey served as a judge of the Superior Court 
of the State of Arizona in Pima County from 1964 to 
1976. During her term as a State judge, she served on 
numerous commissions and committees on the 
administration of justice. 


Judge Richey entered on duty on the District Court in 
Arizona on July 9, 1976 and was immediately 
recognized for her ability, diligence and kindness. 
Judge Richey became the first chairwoman of the 
Judicial Conference's Committee on Federal-State 
Relations on August 5, 1982. Though her tenure was 
short, her organizational skills have made a lasting 
impression on the Subcommittee and the deliberations 
of this Conference. 


f it ve of the C that 
we, w ve ege of serving 
with her, wish to express our deepest sympathy to her 
family and friends for their loss and ours. 


ELECTIONS 
The Conference, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 621(aX2), elected 
District Judge A. David Mazzone to membership on the Board 


of the Federal Judicial Center for a term of four years 
succeeding District Judge William S. Sessions. 


RELEASE OF CONFERENCE ACTION 
The Conference authorized the immediate release of 


matters considered at this session where necessary for 
legislative or administrative action. 


Werren E. 
Chief Justice of the United States 


June 12, 1984 


40 


REPORT 
of the 
PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE 
UNITED STATES 


September 19-20, 1984 


Washington, D. C. 
1984 


4 


> branes page 


REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS 
OF THE JUDICIAL CONFERENCE 
OF THE UNITED STATES 


September 19-20, 1984 
The Judicial Conference of the United States convened 
on September 19, 1984, pursuant to the call of the Chief Justice 
of the United States, issued under 28 U.S.C. 331, and continued 
in session on September 20. The Chief Justice presided and the 
following members of the Conference were present: 
First Circuit: 


Chief Judge Levin H. Campbell 
Judge W. Arthur Garrity, Jr., District of Massachusetts 


Second Circuit: 
Chief Judge Wilfred Feinber 
Chief Judge Jack B. Weinstein, Eastern District 
of New York 
Third Circuit: 


Chief Judge Ruggero J. Aldisert 
Chief Judge Walter K. Stapleton, District of Delaware 


Fourth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Harrison L. Winter 
Judge Robert R. Merhige, Jr., Eastern District of Virginia 


Fifth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Charles Clark 
Judge Adrian G. Duplantier, Eastern District of Louisiana 


Sixth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Pierce Lively 
Chief Judge Robert M. McRae, Jr., Western District 
of Tennessee 
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Seventh Circuit: 
Chief Judge Walter J. Cummings 
Chief Judge John W. Reynolds, Eastern District 
of Wisconsin 
Eighth Circuit: 


Judge Gerald P. Heaney* 
Judge Albert G. Schatz, District of Nebraska 


Ninth Circuit: 
Chief Judge James R. Browning 
Chief Judge Robert J. McNichols, Eastern District 
of Washington 
Tenth Circuit: 
Chief Judge William J. Holloway 
Chief Judge Luther B. Eubanks, Western District 
of Oklahoma 
Eleventh Circuit: 
Chief Judge John C. Godbold 
Chief Judge James Lawrence King, Southern District 
of Florida 
District of Columbia Circuit: 
Chief Judge Spottswood W. Robinson, III 
Chief Judge Aubrey E. Robinson, Jr., District 
of Columbia 
Federal Circuit: 


Chief Judge Howard T. Markey 


* Designated by the Chief Justice in place of Chief Judge 
Donald P. Lay who was unable to attend. 


Circuit Judges Frank M. Coffin, Edward A. Tamm, and 
Gerald B. Tjoflat; Senior Circuit Judge John D. Butzner, Jr.; 
Senior District Judges T. Emmet Clarie, Edward T. Gignoux, 
Elmo B. Hunter, and Thomas J. MacBride; and District Judges 
Aldon J. Anderson, Robert E. DeMascio, and Garnett Thomas 
Eisele, attended all or some of the sessions of the Conference. 


The Chairman of the House Judiciary Subcommittee on 
Courts, Civil Liberties and the Administration of Justice, 
Honorable Robert W. Kastenmeier; the Chairman of the House 
Appropriations Subcommittee, Honorable Neal Smith; and the 
Chief Counsel of the Senate Judiciary Committee, Vinton 
DeVane Lide, attended the Conference briefly and spoke on 
matters pending in the Congress of interest to the Judiciary. 


The Attorney General of the United States, Honorable 
William French Smith, Jr., the Solicitor General, Honorable 
Rex E. Lee, and the Director of the United States Marshals 
Service, Stanley E. Morris, addressed the Conference briefly on 
matters of mutual interest to the Department of Justice and 
the Conference. 


William E. Foley, Director of the Administrative Office 
of the United States Courts; Joseph F. Spaniol, Jr., Deputy 
Director; James E. Macklin, Executive Assistant Director; 
William J. Weller, Legislative Affairs Officer; Daniel R. 
Cavan, Deputy Legislative Affairs Officer; Deborah H. Kirk, 
Chief, Office of Management Review; Professor A. Leo Levin, 
Director of the Federal Judicial Center and Charles W. Nihan, 
Deputy Director, attended the sessions of the Conference. 
Mark W. Cannon, Administrative Assistant to the Chief 
Justice, also attended the sessions of the Conference. 


The Director of the Federal Judicial Center, A. Leo 
Levin, presented a report on the activities of the Center. 


REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR 
OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS 


The Director of the Administrative Office of the United 
States Courts, William E. Foley, submitted to the Conference 
the Annual Report of the Director for the year ended June 30, 
1984. The Conference authorized the Director to release the 
Annual Report immediately in preliminary form and to revise 
and supplement the final printed edition. 


45 


A separate report on the operation of the Equal 
Employment Opportunity Plans of the Courts of Appeals and 
District Courts was also received by the Conference and 
authorized to be released. 


JUDICIAL BUSINESS OF THE COURTS 


Mr. Foley reported that during the year ended June 30, 
1984 there were 1,126 appeals filed in the United States Court 
of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. During the year the court 
disposed of 964 appeals and there were 690 appeals pending as 
of June 30, 1984. In the other twelve courts of appeals there 
were 31,490 appeals filed, an increase of 6.3 percent over the 
29,630 appeals filed the previous year. The courts of appeals 
disposed of 31,185 appeals, 8.8 percent more than the number 
disposed of the previous year, but 305 appeals less than the 
number of filed. As a result the number of appeals pending in 
the courts of appeals on June 30, 1984 increased 1.4 percent to 
22,785. 


In the United States district courts there were 261,485 
civil cases docketed during the year, an 8.1 percent increase 
over the previous year and more than twice the number of civil 
cases filed in 1977. There were 243,113 civil cases terminated, 
an increase of 12.9 percent over the previous year, but 18,372 
cases less than the number filed. On June 30, 1984 the number 
of pending civil cases increased by 7.9 percent to a record 
250,292 pending civil actions. 


Criminal cases filed in the district courts in 1984 were 
36,845, an increase of 2.6 percent. There were 35,494 criminal 
cases terminated, 4.4 percent more than the previous year, but 
1,351 less than the number filed. As a result the number of 
criminal cases pending on the dockets of the district courts 
increased to 19,938, an increase of 7.3 percent. 


During the year ended June 30, 1984 there were 344,275 
bankruptcy petitions filed in the district courts, a decrease of 
8.1 percent from the previous year. There were 304,014 
petitions terminated and the pending caseload on June 30, 1984 
increased to a record 577,567 pending bankruptcy petitions. 
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JUDICIAL PANEL ON 
MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION 


A written statement filed with the Conference by the 
Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation indicated that during 
the year ended June 30, 1984, the Panel had acted on 1,120 civil 
actions pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1407. Of that number, 544 
actions were centralized for consolidated pretrial proceedings 
with 576 actions already pending in the various transferee 
districts at the time of transfer. The Panel denied transfer of 
88 actions. 


Since its creation in 1968 the Panel has transferred 13,274 
civil actions for centralized pretrial proceedings in carrying 
out its responsibilities. As of June 30, 1984, approximately 
10,213 cases had been remanded for trial, reassigned within the 
transferee district, or terminated in the transferee court. 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIAL BRANCH 


Judge Frank M. Coffin, Chairman of the Committee on 
the Judicial Branch, informed the Conference that the 
Committee had prepared two statements on the need for 
increases in the salaries of judges and other judicial personnel 
for submission to the Commission on Executive, Legislative 
and Judicial Salaries which will be appointed for the fiscal year 
beginning October 1, 1984. Upon the recommendation of the 
Committee the Conference authorized the distribution of these 
two statements to all Article III judges, United States Claims 
Court judges, bankruptcy judges, and United States magistrates 
for their information. 


COMMITTEE ON COURT ADMINISTRATION 


Judge Elmo B. Hunter, Chairman of the Committee on 
Court Administration, presented the report of the Committee. 


AUTOMATION 


Judge Hunter informed the Conference that the 
Committee had reviewed the progress made by the 
Administrative Office of the United States Courts and the 
Federal Judicial Center in providing automation support to the 
courts under the five-year plan and concluded that the present 
pace of implementation is not rapid enough to meet the desires 
and needs of the courts. The Committee was of the view that 
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the development of software programs, particularly for full 
electronic civil and bankruptcy docketing in the district courts, 
should be accelerated and that the current docketing practices 
of the district courts should be reviewed to determine their 
adaptability to automation so that inefficient operations in 
clerks offices will not become magnified by tomorrow's 
technological developments. Furthermore, the Committee 
concluded that more attention is needed in the area of 
personnel preparation and training for the increased demands 
of the automation process. 


The Committee recognized, however, that the need for 
speedier implementation can be met only by more adequate 
funding and that resources should also be devoted to the 
personnel needs of clerks offices in the automated future. The 
Committee also concluded that because of the high volume and 
the repetitive nature of their work, the bankruptcy clerks 
offices appear to be the entities most likely to benefit from 
automation. As a result, separate attention should be given to 
their needs. The Committee also concluded that further work 
on the bankruptcy noticing system, not inconsistent with the 
recent "Dole amendment" requiring the use of contract 
services when possible, should be continued and that the 
calendaring function should be pursued. The Committee also 
believed that because of the strain on currently available 
resources implementation of the Probation Information 
Management System should be assigned a lower priority than 
that of bankruptcy automation. 


Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference directed the Administrative Office and the Federal 
Jud cial Center to seek additional resources, both money and 
personnel, to enable both the Administrative Office and the 
Federal Judicial Center to provide full automation to all courts 
more expeditiously. The Conference further directed that a 
higher priority be given to the bankruptcy court automation 
project than to the Probation Information Management System. 


COURT SECURITY 


The Conference in March, 1982 (Conf. Rept., p. 49) 
resolved that the judicial councils of the circuits maintain 
oversight of the implementation of the recent Attorney 
General's Task Force Report on Court Security. Recently 
some individual judges, and at least one district judges' 
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association, have expressed concern about court security and 
indicated their disagreement with the limitations imposed on 
the use of United States marshals under the procedures 
outlined in the Attorney General's report. 


Judge Hunter informed the Conference that the 
Committee had reviewed the task force report and the issues 
raised and had concluded that under present budgetary 
limitations it is not possible to provide a law enforcement 
officer in each courtroom in every case without regard to the 
real need for security. If bailiff-type, nonsecurity related 
services are needed in a courtroom, the Committee believed 
there are less costly ways to provide these services, such as 
the use of criers or courtroom attendants. Accordingly, the 
Committee has asked the Subcommittee on Supporting 
Personnel to study the matter and provide the Committee with 
its recommendations. Meanwhile, the Committee has asked 
the Administrative Office to recirculate the Attorney 
General's task force report to all judges. 


Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference approved the following resolution: 


That the Judicial Conference approve the 
position that no United States Marshal shall be 
required to be in a courtroom except for security 
purposes, in accordance with the joint statement 
of the Chief Justice and the Attorney General 
and the report of the Attorney General's Task 
Force on Court Security which the joint 
statement adopts. 


COURT-ANNEXED ARBITRATION 


Beginning in the fiscal year 1978 Congress authorized the 
establishment of an experimental court-annexed arbitration 
program in three district courts and in the fiscal year 1985 
authorized the expenditure of additiona! funds in the amount of 
$400,000 to expand the pilot program to eight other districts. 
Several courts have already expressed interest in participating. 


In the 98th Congress Senator Arlen Specter introduced a 
bill, S. 2259, which would require each district to establish an 
arbitration program by local rule. The bill would set rigorous 
jurisdictional requirements for referral of cases to arbitration 
and provide for sanctions in the event of an unsuccessful 
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appeal to a district court. It was the view of the Committee 
that in light of the limited experience with arbitration in the 
district courts it would be premature for Congress to enact 
legislation with specific statutory requirements at the present 
time. Upon the suggestion of the Committee the Conference 
voted to recommend that Congress defer action on £ 2259 
until after the expansion of the arbitration pilot program and 
the completion of an analysis of its operation. 


NONAPPROPRIATED FUNDS 


At its session in September, 1981 (Conf. Rept., p. 62) the 
Conference approved guidelines for the expenditure of 
nonappropriated funds which were later published in the Guide 
to Judiciary Policies and Procedures. Judge Hunter stated that 
in order to reduce questionable expenditures and decrease the 
number of inquiries received as to appropriate expenditures, 
the Administrative Office had recommended to the Committee 
certain modifications to the guidelines. It was the view of the 
Conference, however, that the guidelines established under the 
previous resolution were sufficient and accordingly voted to 
reaffirm the previous Conference resolution. 


RETIREMENT OF TERRITORIAL JUDGES 


The Chairman of the Senate Judiciary Committee had 
requested the views of the Conference on S. 1997, 98th 
Congress, a bill to amend Section 373 of title 28, United States 
Code, relating to the retirement of territorial judges. The bill 
would decrease from 10 to 8 years the period of service 
required for retirement and would authorize retirement 
annuities to be paid at age 62 rather than at age 65. 


At its session in March, 1982 (Conf. Rept., p. 17) the 
Conference recommended comprehensive legislation providing 
annuities for judicial officers other than Article II judges. 
Upon the recommendation of the Committee the Conference 
reaffirmed support for the language contained in a draft bill 
submitted by the Committee and recommended that Congress 
enact this proposed legislation in lieu of S. 1997. 


DIST RIBUTION OF LOCAL RULES OF COURTS OF APPEALS 
Section 2077 of title 28, United States Code, requires the 


Judicial Conference to prescribe a fee for the sale of copies of 
the local rules of the courts of appeals, but authorizes the 
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Conference to provide for the free distribution of copies to 
members of the bar of each court and other interested 
persons. Judge Hunter stated that the courts of appeals in all 
circuits currently distribute copies of their local rules free of 
charge and that the clerks of the courts of appeals in all 
circuits, except one, recommended a practice of free 
distribution. Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference revised the schedule of fees promulgated pursuant 
to 28 U.S.C. 1913 to authorize the free distribution of the local 
rules of the courts of appeals. Judge Hunter advised the 
Conference that the Committee would consider the question of 
providing for the free distribution of the local rules of the 
district courts. 


PLACES OF HOLDING COURT 


H.R. 5619, 98th Congress, would add Hauppeuge as an 
additional place of holding court for the United States District 
Court for the Eastern District of New York. Judge Hunter 
advised the Conference that the district court and the Judicial 
Council of the Second Circuit had approved this proposal. 
Upon the recommendation of the Committee the Conference 
approved the bill. 


REPORTS OF MATTERS HELD 
UNDER SUBMISSION OR ADVISEMENT 


A proposal to revise the procedure for filing reports of 
cases held under submission for more than 90 days in the courts 
of appeals and cases and motions held under advisement more 
than 60 days in the district courts was withdrawn by the 
Chairman of the Committee for further study. 


UNIFORM RULES OF DISCIPLINARY ENFORCEMENT 


At its session in September, 1978 (Conf. Rept., p. 42) the 
Conference approved the Model Rules of Disciplinary 
Enforcement promulgated by the American Bar Association 
and recommended their adoption by all Federal district and 
appellate courts. Judge Hunter informed the Conference that 
the Committee had consulted with a representative of the 
American Bar Association concerning a need for amendments 
to the model rules and concluded that several amendments 
should be made. First, the Committee determined that a 
technical amendment to the model rules would be advisable to 
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insure that if a state altered its co’e of professional 
responsibility, the substantive disei;iinary requirements 
applicable in a district court located in (hat state would not be 
different. The Committee also concluded that an attorney 
subject to disciplinary action should be required to certify as 
to all courts before which the attorney has been admitted to 
practice, so that all other courts may be informed of any 
disciplinary action. 


The Committee therefore proposed the following 
amendments to the Model Federal Rules of Disciplinary 
Enforcement: 


(1) That Rule IV.B be amended by inserting the 
words “or Rules of Professional Conduct" after 
the words "Code of Professional Responsibility" 
in each place in which they appear. 


(2) That Rule V.C be amended by inserting at the 
end thereof the following: 


The order to show cause shall 
include a certification of all courts 
before which the  attorney- 
respondent is admitted to practice, 


as specified in the form appended 
to these rules. 


(3) That Rule V.D be amended by inserting at the 
end thereof the following: 


The attorney-respondent shall 
execute the certification of all 
courts before which that attorney- 
respondent is admitted to practice, 
in the form specified, and file the 
certification with the answer. 


The Conference approved these recommendations and 
also approved e form of certification to be appended to Rule 
XV. 


ADDITIONAL JUDGESHIPS 


Judge Hunter informed the Conference that the 
Committee had reviewed the results of the 1984 biennial survey 
of judgeship needs conducted by the Subcommittee on Judicial 
Statistics and voted to recommend the creation of additional 
judgeships in the United States courts of appeals and in the 
United States district courts. 


Upon the recommendation of the Committee, the 
Conference recommended the creation of additional judgeship 
positions in the United States courts of appeals as follows: 


Fourth Circuit .....06e cee eevee eees l 
Tenth Circuit... . cece cee eeeeeeees l 
Eleventh Circuit... ...eseeeeeeeeees 3 
We cccccceececeeeeeeeeeeeeeees 5 


Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference also recommended the creation of the following 
additional permanent and temporary judgeships in the United 
States district courts, including the conversion of certain 
temporary judgeship positions to permanent status: 


First Circuit: 


Massachusetts ......eseeee005 l 
Second Circuit: 

Connecticut .......eeeceeeees l 

New York, Northern........+.6. l 

New York, Eastern ........006. l 

New York, Southern ........+.6-. l 

New York, Western. .........+. 1 t/p* 


Third Circuit: 


New Jersey 2... eee eceesvees 1 temp. 
Virgin Islands .......eseeee008 1 temp. 
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Fourth Circuit: 


Maryland .....eeeeeeeeeeeees temp, 
North Carolina, Eastern e*eee#e8+ee¢e. 1 t/p* 
Virginia, Eastern *eeeeeeeeeeee l 


Fifth Circuit: 


Louisiana, Middle ..........+.+. ltemp. 
Mississippi, Southern........... 1 temp. 
Texas, Eastern ........+++++++ =I temp. 
Texas, Southern ......eeseee++ 39 
Texas, Western..... ecoccccccese JI 


Sixth Circuit: 


Michigan, Eastern........+565+- 2 
Ohio, Northern.......eeeeee08 l 


Ohio, Southern ..... e*eeees. e*eeee l 
Seventh Circuit: 

Illinois, Northern .......0ee06. 1 +1 t/p* 

Illinois, Central ........... +» 1 temp. 

Indiana, Northern ............. 1 t/p* 

Indiana, Southern ........ cocee | 

Wisconsin, Western........ coos 


Eighth Circuit: 


Arkansas, Western .......+ee6:. l 

Iowa, Southern .......seee0008 l 

Missouri, Eastern ........+ee06% l 

Nebrask@ ......0eee00% seeeee 1 temp. 
Ninth Circuit: 

California, Northern.........+.. 1 +1] temp. 

California, Central...... soeeee 3 temp. 

TdANO . . cece eee ——— 1 temp 

OPregon on. ce eeercvees ceccces l 
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Tenth Circuit: 


Colorado e*eeeneeenetenetee_enereeeeeeeeee l 
Kansas eeeeeeeeeeeeneeeeneeeeee l 
l 


Oklahoma, Western........556. + 2 temp. 
Eleventh Circuit: 
Alabama, Northern.......... oe | 


Florida, Middle. .......eeeee0. 1 temp. 
*Existing temporary position to be made permanent. 


In addition, the Conference recommended that the two 
roving judgeship positions in the State of Arkansas be made 
permanent judgeships for the Eastern District of Arkansas and 
that the roving judgeship position for the Northern and 
Southern Districts of Iowa be made a permanent judgeship for 
the Northern District of Iowa. 


The Committee further submitted information indicating 
that if the diversity of citizenship jurisdiction of the Federal 
courts were abolished, the number of recommended additional 
judgeship positions (both permanent and temporary) would be 
reduced from 42 to 9. The recommended additional judgeships 
for the courts of appeals, however, would not change because 
the elimination of diversity cases would not lower workload 
enough to change the recommendations. The Conference 
thereupon directed that the next transmittal of Judicial 
Conference judgeship recommendations to the Congress 
include a detailed table showing the impact of the elimination 
of diversity of citizenship jurisdiction on judgeship 
requirements for the district courts. 


EN BANC HEARINGS 


Judge Hunter informed the Conference that the 
Committee had reconsidered the previous Conference 
recommendation that the Congress amend 28 U.S.C. 46(0) to 
make clear that a majority of the judges who are qualified to 
hear and determine a case be sufficient to order a hearing or 
rehearing en banc. (Conf. Rept., Sept. 1973, p. 47). Based on 
an analysis of the Supreme Court opinion in Western Pacific 
Railroad Corp. v. Western Pacific Railroad Co., 345 U.S. 247 
1953), and other decisions, a member of the Subcommittee on 
Federal Jurisdiction concluded that each court of appeals may 
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regulate its procedure for the consideration of a petition to 
hear or rehear a case en banc by local rule. The adoption of a 
local rule must be by a majority vote of the judges in regular 
active service, but the rule itself may authorize the granting 
of the petition by a vote of a majority of active judges who are 
not disqualified. 


Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference voted to rescind its 1973 resolution calling for an 
amendment to 28 U.S.C. 46(c) and to recommend that each 
court of appeals consider adopting a local rule under 28 U.S.C. 
2071 and 2077 and Rule 47 of the Federal Rules of Appellate 
Procedure establishing a process for determining when a case 
is to be heard or reheard en banc, including whether an 
absolute majority or a qualified majority of judges is required 
to vote to hear or rehear a case en banc. 


MULTIDIST RICT LITIGATION 


H.R. 5159, 98th Congress, is a bill to permit a transf ree 
judge to consolidate multidistrict cases for the trial of liability 
and, if certain requirements are met, for the determination of 
damages. The bill would also provide for nationwide subpoena 
power and for a single judge determination of the substantive, 
controlling state law for all actions consolidated. S. 2260, 98th 
Congress, would permit the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict 
Litigation to consolidate Clayton antitrust actions for trial 
whether private or United States cases. S. 2454, 98th 
Congress, would permit the Panel on Multidistrict Litigation to 
consolidate private Clayton antitrust actions for trial. 


Since 1977 it has been the consistent view of the 
Multidistrict Litigation Panel that it should not be given the 
power to consolidate cases for trial. Although the bar 
perceives a need for a consolidation power, it was the view of 
the Committee that sections 1404 and 1406 of title 28, United 
States Code, in conjunction with the powers granted to the 
Multidistrict Litigation Panel under section 1407, currently 
provide sufficient authority for the consolidation of cases for 
trial. 


Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference voted to advise Congress that there is no need for 
further legislation authorizing the consolidation of cases for 
trial in the light of 28 U.S.C. 1404, 1406 and 1407; that it 
recommends against enactment of the proposal contained in 
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H.R. 4159 to amend 28 U.S.C. 1407 to require the transferee 
judge to determine controlling state law for all actions 
consolidated; and that the enactment of S. 2260 and S. 2454 is 
unnecessary and an erosion of general policy through special 
provisions affecting only limited types of litigation. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 


H.R. 3919, 98th Congress, would reverse’ the 
Congressional action of 1978 creating a $10,000 jurisdictional 
amount for shippers' damage cases. Prior to 1978 many 
metropolitan district courts, particularly the District of 
Massachusetts, were inundated with large numbers of claims 
for damages to perishable commodities, such as fruit and 
vegetables, in which the damages alleged rarely exceeded $200 
per case. Although some states will not admit into evidence an 
agricultural inspector's certificate that is generally admissible 
in a district court, the Committee believed that this is a 
problem of state law and one that does not require federal 
involvement. Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference recommended against the enactment of H.R. 3919. 


STAFF ATTORNEY RETIREMENT COVERAGE 


The Conference in September, 1983 (Conf. Rept., p. 53) 
authorized law clerks and legal assistants appointed on or after 
January 1, 1984 to elect a temporary "term" appointment or a 
permanent "career" appointment. Law clerks and legal 
assistunts electing a term appointment would not be included 
in the Civil Service Retirement System, but would come under 
the Social Security System and be required to pay social 
security taxes. Those who elected to have a permanent career 
appointment would be subject to both civil service retirement 
deductions and social security taxes. Previous Conference 
action, however, did not cover staff attorney positions in 
central legal offices. 


Judge Hunter informed the Conference that several staff 
attorneys have expressed an interest in being offered the same 
option given to law clerks and legal assistants. It was the view 
of the Committee that staff attorneys should be given this 
opportunity. The election to be appointed under a term or 
career appointment, however, should be made at the time of 
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appointment and the election should be submitted in writing to 
the Administrative Office. Upon the recommendation of the 
Committee the Conference adopted the following resolution: 


That the resolution approved by the Judicial 
Conference at its September, 1983 session for 
appointments of law clerks and legal assistants 
be amended to include staff attorney offices 
where appointments of over one and up to three 
years are established as a condition of 
employment. 


SECRETARIES TO FEDERAL JUDGES AND MAGISTRATES 


It has been the practice within the Judiciary to retain the 
secretary of a deceased judge or magistrate on the payroll for 
a period of 30 to 90 days to wind up the affairs of the judicial 
officer. Thereafter the secretary may accept another position 
in the court system, but at the lower grade level authorized for 
that position. Judge Hunter informed the Conference that the 
regulations in the Executive Branch authorize the retention of 
a secretary at the same grade level for a period of two years 
even though the secretary has accepted a lower-graded 
position. The secretary, however, must have served a period of 
two years and a minimum of 52 consecutive weeks at the grade 
higher than that of the position in which placed. 


It was the view of the Committee that the use of a 
similar system would benefit the courts by maintaining trained 
and knowledgeable individuals who could be called upon to 
assist visiting judges or magistrates or, if selected, provide a 
trained secretary for a newly appointed judge or magistrate, 
but that the retention period for a secretary to a deceased 
judge or magistrate should be only one year. Under these 
procedures a secretary must be selected for appointment to a 
vacant position in the court which is graded lower than the 
secretary's current grade without a break in service. At the 
end of the one year retention period the secretary's grade 
would revert to the highest grade authorized for the position 
held. 


Upon the recommendation of the Committee’ the 
Conference adopted the following resolution: 


Any secretary to a deceased judge or magistrate 
who has 52 weeks or more of service as a 
secretary to the judge or magistrate, and is 
appointed, at the discretion of the appointing 
officer, to an available vacant position for which 
qualified within the court, without a break in 
service, will retain his or her current grade and 
pay for a one year period. 


COURT REPORTERS 


Judge Hunter informed the Conference that 28 United 
States district courts had requested authority for a total of 43 
court reporter positions in addition to the complement 
authorized by the ratio of one court reporter per active 
judge. These requests include the continuance of 38 positions 
currently authorized and five new positions. At its session in 
September, 1983 (Conf. Rept., p. 52) the Conference considered 
similar requests for the continuation of existing positions or 
for new positions and submitted them to the Subcommittee on 
Supporting Personnel for review. At that time the Conference 
also concluded that "in the interim, swing court reporter 
positions that become vacant should be abolished, unless the 
Director of the Administrative Office determines the position 
is necessary and approves a temporary appointment pursuant 
28 U.S.C. 753(a)." 


At the suggestion of Judge Hunter the Conference 
authorized three additional swing court reporter positions on a 
temporary basis, one each in the Southern District of Florida, 
the Eastern District of Missouri and the Eastern District of 
Texas; continued the existing positions approved under the 
previous Conference resolution for a period of six months; and 
asked the Committee to report further at the next Conference 
session. 


Judge Hunter also stated that the Committee would 
consider further the policy question of whether a district court 
in establishing a regular tour of duty for court reporters must 
do so for all reporters at the same geographic location. 
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COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 


Judge Charles Clark, Chairman of the Committee on the 
Budget, submitted the Committee's report. 


SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS 
FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1985 


The Conference, upon the recommendation of the 
Committee, authorized the Director of the Administrative 
Office to submit to the Congress requests for supplemental 
appropriations in the amount of $51,029,000 for the fiscal year 
1985. The request will include funds for an anticipated 3.5 
percent increase in salaries to become effective October 1, 
1984; an increase of 15 percent in the cost of health benefits 
effective in January, 1985; additional funds required because of 
the 85 additional Article If] judgeship positions created by 
Public Law 98-353; the cost of increased staff resulting from 
its passage; costs associated with the liberalization of the age 
and service requirements for retirement purposes authorized 
by the new public law; and additional funds for the 
Administrative Office of the United States Courts required to 
service the new judgeship positions. 


The Director of the Administrative Office was further 
authorized to amend the supplemental appropriation request 
because of any new legislation, action taken by the Judicial 
Conference, or for any other reason the Director and the 
Budget Committee consider necessary and appropriate. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1986 


The Conference approved the budget estimates for the 
fiscal year 1986, prepared by the Director of the 
Administrative Office and submitted by the Committee. The 
estimates, exclusive of the Supreme Court, United States 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit, the Court of 
International Trade and the Federal Judicial Center total 
$1,098,846,000, an increase of $106,849,000 or 10 percent over 
the amount appropriated by the Congress for the fiscal year 
1985, adjusted to reflect proposed supplemental appropriation 
requests for pay adjustments and new program costs. Provision 
has been made in the budget estimates for an additional 1,327 
permanent positions. Approximately 44 percent of the 
increases in the budget are for mandatory or uncontrollable 
costs such as within grade salary advancements, promotions, 


increases in contract rates, and charges for equipment, 
services and supplies, as well as rental increases for space 
occupied by the courts. The remaining increases are necessary 
in order to staff and support the new judgestup positions and to 
maintain the same level of support and services required by the 
rapidly growing workload of the judiciary. 


The Director of the Administrative Office was authorized 
to amend the budget estimates because of new legislation, 
action taken by the Judicial Conference, or for any other 
reason the Director and the Budget Commiitee consider 
necessary and appropriate. 


JUDICIAL ETHICS COMMITTEE 


Judge Edward A. Tamm, Chairman of the statutory 
Judicial Ethics Committee, presented the Committee's 


report. 
ACTIVITIES OF THE COMMITTEE 


Judge Tamm informed the Conference that the 
Committee has received 1,875 financial disclosure reports for 
the calendar year 1983, including 964 reports from judicial 
officers and 911 reports from judicial employees. Since January 
l, 1984, the Committee has also received 31 reports from 
nominees to judgeship positions. All reports submitted to the 
Committee are being reviewed by at least one Committee 
member to determine whether they comply with 28 U.S.C. 
App. I 306(a). 


The Conference was . . x * -. we judicial officer 
and 10 judicial employees he * 4 tot. - reports covering the 
calendar year 1983. In the ebdsence of filing, the Committee, 
acting in accordance with the procedures previously adopted by 
the Committee and reported to the Conference in September, 
1980 (Conf. Rept., p. 76), will consider a reference to the 
Attorney General under 28 U.S.C. App. I 304(b). 


REPORTING FORM AND INSTRUCTIONS 


Judge Tamm stated that the Committee has endeavored 
to limit changes in the reporting form and instructions in order 
to facilitate compatibility of reports with those submitted in 
prior years, and to ease the burden on reporting individuals in 
preparing their reports. The Committee recommended, 
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however, that the note at the beginning of the approved 
reporting form be amended by adding the words "Compare and 
reconcile this year's report with last year's" and that the 
certification appearing at the end of the report be clarified. 
The Conference approved these recommendations and further 
directed that a reference to Canon 3C(3Xc) of the Code of 
Judicial Conduct be added to the certification at the end of 
the form. 


The Committee also recommended a change in the 
instructions to clarify the requirement for reporting assets 
held as a trustee or other fidiciary for the benefit of any other 
person. This recommendation was also approved by the 
Conference. 


ETHICS IN GOVERNMENT ACT AMENDMENTS 


The Chairman of the House Judiciary Committee had 
requested the views of the Conference on H.R. 5573, 98th 
Congress, a bill to provide a method for changing the values 
specified for reporting gifts and assets to account for 
inflation. It was the view of the Committee that no change in 
the law is necessary. The Conference thereupon recommended 
against the enactment of the bill. 


DISPOSITION OF DISCLOSURE REPORTS 


The Ethics in Government Act, Section 305(d), provides in 
part that "any report received (by the Judicial Ethics 
Committee) shall be held in its custody and be made available 
to the public for a period of six years after receipt of the 
report. After such six year period the report shall be 
destroyed unless needed in an ongoing investigation. .." The 
Act does not make provision for the disposition of copies of 
financial disclosure reports filed with the clerks of court. 
Upon the recommendation of the Committee the Conference 
authorized the clerks of court to destroy copies of disclosure 
reports in their possession after a period of six years in 
accordance with the statutory provisions applicable to the 
disposition of the records of the Judicial Ethics Committee. 
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ADVSORY COMMITTEE ON CODES OF CONDUCT 


Chief Judge Howard T. Markey, Chairman of the 
Advisory Committee on Codes of Conduct, presented the 
report of the Committee. 


ACTIVITIES OF THE COMMITTEE 


Judge Markey informed the Conference that since its last 
report the Committee had received 19 inquiries from persons 
subject to the various codes of conduct and had issued 16 
advisory responses. The Committee is also publishing Advisory 
Opinion No. 74 pertaining to the situation in which a lawyer or 
law firm in a case has agreed to employ the judge's present law 
clerk; Advisory Opinion No. 75 covering the situation in which 
a@ judge receives a governmental or military pension and a 
military or governmental service is a party in a case; and a 
revision of Advisory Opinion No. 17 pertaining to the receipt or 
reimbursement of travel expenses by a judge and spouse. 


CODE OF JUDICIAL CONDUCT 


The Committee submitted the following amendments to 
the Code of Conduct for United States Judges which were 
approved by the Conference: 


(1) That the "Compliance" section of the Code be 
amended by adding the words "or as specal 
master" to the end of subsection B. 


(2) That the title "Effective Date of 
Compliance" be amended to clarify the Code's 
applicability to new judges by substituting 
"Applicable" for "Effective" and by adding at the 
end of the first sentence the words "following 
appointment." 


(3) That the following paragraph be added to the 
commentary following Canon 3C(IXdXii) "That a 
judge's law clerk may have a prospective 
employment relation with a law firm in a case 
does not disqualify the judge when the law clerk 
has been excluded from all contact with the 
case. Judges may elect to notify counsel of the 
potential relation and the exclusion." 


63 


CODE OF CONDUCT FOR LAW CLERKS 


Upon the recommendation of the Committee, the 
Conference amended Canon 3 of the Code of Conduct for Law 
Clerks by adding the following subdivision: 


D. A law clerk should inform the appointing 
judge of any circumstance or activity of the law 
clerk which might serve as a basis for 
disqualification of the judge, e.g., a prospective 
employment relationship with a law firm, 
association of the clerk's spouse with a law firm 
or litigant, etc. 


COMMITTEE ON INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENTS 


The written report of the Committee on Intercircuit 
Assignments, submitted by the Chairman, Judge Thomas A. 
Flannery, was received by the Conference. 


The report indicated that during the period February 15, 
1984 through August 15, 1984 the Committee recommended 61 
assignments to be undertaken by 40 judges. Of this number, 15 
were senior circuit judges, 5 were active circuit judges, 13 
were senior district judges, 3 were active district judges, | was 
a senior judge of the Court of International Trade, 2 were 
active judges of the Court of International Trade, and 1 was an 
active judge of a bankruptcy court. 


Of the 61 assignments approved, 29 judges undertook 41 
assignments to the courts of appeals and 13 judges undertook 16 
assignments to the district courts. In addition | active 
bankruptcy judge undertook 4 assignments to a bankruptcy 
court outside of the circuit. 


COMMITTEE ON RULES OF PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE 
Judge Edward T. Gignoux, Chairman of the Standing 
Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure, presented the 
report of the Committee. 
CIVIL RULES 
The Committee submitted to the Conference proposed 


amendments to Rules 6(a), 45(dX2), 52(a), 71A(h), and 83; 
Supplemental Admiralty Rules B(l), C(3), and E(4Xf); and 
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Official Form 18-A. The proposed amendments were 
accompanied by a report from the Advisory Committee 
Chairman summarizing the work of the Advisory Committee 
and "Committee Notes" explaining the purpose and intent of 
the proposed amendments. The Committee recommended that 
these proposed amendments be approved by the Conierence 
and transmitted to the Supreme Court for its consider: tion 
with a recommendation that they be approved by the Court and 
transmitted to the Congress pursuant to law. This 
recommendation was approved by the Conference. 


CRIMINAL RULES 


The Committee also submitted proposed amendments to 
Rules 6(eX3XAXii), 6(eX3XB) and (C), W(eXl), 12.1(f), 12.2(e), 
35(b), 45(a), 49(e) and 57 of the Federal Rules of Criminal 
Procedure. The proposed amendments were accompanied by a 
report from the Advisory Committee Chairman summarizing 
the work of the Advisory Committee and "Committee Notes" 
explaining the purpose and intent of the proposed 
amendments. The Committee recommended that these 
proposed amendments be approved by the Conference and 
transmitted to the Supreme Court for its consideration with a 
recommendation that they be approved by the Court and 
transmitted to the Congress pursuant to law. The Conference 
approved the recommendation with the understanding that the 
committee note accompanying the amendment to Rule 35 will 
be amended to indicate that a defendant is not precluded from 
filing a motion to reduce a sentence even though the court 
reduces sentence on its own motion. 


BANKRUPTCY RULES 


Judge Gignoux informed the Conference that the 
Committee had approved the circulation of a preliminary draft 
of proposed amendments to Bankruptcy Rules 5002 and 5004 
for comment by the bench and bar. These rules pertain to 
prohibited appointments by bankruptcy judges. The Advisory 
Committee on Bankruptcy Rules advised of a need to proceed 
with the consideration of these proposed amendments on an 
expedited basis. Accordingly written comments have been 
requested by December 31, 1984 and a public hearing will be 
held in Washington, D.C. on January 17, 1985. The Committee 
plans to present these proposed amendments to the Conference 
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at its session in March 1985 with a recommendation that they 
be transmitted immediately to the Supreme Court for its 
consideration and possible report to the Congress by the Chief 
Justice prior to May 1, 1985. 


The Conference thereupon authorized the Committee to 
present its final recommendations on these proposed 
amendments to the Executive Committee of the Conference 
for its consideration, so that they may be presented to the 
Supreme Court at the earliest possible date. Executive 
Committee action will be reported to the Conference at its 
next session in March, 1985. 


ADDITIONAL RULES AMENDMENTS 


Judge Gignoux also advised the Conference that at the 
request of the Advisory Committees on Appellate, Civil and 
Criminal Rules, additional proposed rules amendments are 
being circulated to the bench and bar and public for 
comment. Public hearings on these proposals have been 
scheduled. The Committee anticipates that, if approved by the 
Advisory Committees and the Standing Committee, they will 
be submitted to the Conference for consideration at its 
September, 1985 session. In addition, the Advisory Committee 
on the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure has completed a 
study of the operation of Appellate Rule 30, Appendix to the 
Briefs, which will soon be published. 


RULES ENABLING ACTS 


The Chairman of the House Judiciary Committee had 
requested the views of the Conference on H.R. 5061, 98th 
Congress, a bill to terminate certain authority of the judicial 
branch of the government which is subject to congressional 
review unless the authority is approved by an enactment of the 
Congress. The apparent purpose of the bill is to eliminate 
from the Evidence Rules Enabling Act, 28 U.S.C. 2076, a 
"legislative veto" provision similar to that held 


unconstitutional by the Supreme Court in Immigration and 
Naturalization Service v. Chadha, U.S. , 3 Sup. Ct. 
2764 (1983). 


The Committee recommended that the Conference advise 
the Chairman of the House Judiciary Committee that it 
approves eliminating the "legislative veto" provision from 28 
U.S.C. 2076, but that the bill is unclear and does not appear to 
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accomplish its intended purpose. Upon the recommendation of 
the Committee che Conference voted to disapprove the bill in 
its present form. 


LOCAL RULES OF COURT 


For several years the Committee has considered the 
problem posed by local circuit and district court rules which 
have proliferated in recent years and many of which appear to 
be inconsistent with the general rules of practice and 
procedure. Judge Gignoux stated that the Committee had 
reviewed a comprehensive local district court rules index 
prepared by the Administrative Office which indicates a need 
for a thorough study. Because such a study would transcend 
the work of any one advisory committee, the Standing 
Committee has assumed responsibility for this study and 
requested that the Chief Justice be authorized to appoint a 
reporter to the Standing Committee to prepare a plan for the 
study of local district court rules and perhaps to conduct any 
study approved by the Committee. The Advisory Committee 
on the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure is currently 
studying the local rules of the courts of appeals. Both studies 
will be coordinated. The Conference thereupon authorized the 
Chief Justice to appoint a reporter to the Standing Committee 
for this purpose. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF 
THE PROBATION SYSTEM 


Judge Gerald B. Tjoflat, Chairman of the Committee on 
the Administration of the Probation System, presented the 
Committee's report. 


SENTENCING INSTITUTES 


The Conference in March, 1984 (Conf. Rept., p. 14) 
approved plans for a Joint Institute on Sentencing for the 
judges of the Fifth and Seventh Circuits to be held at the 
Federal Correctional Institution at Butner, North Carolina, 
April 1-3, 1985. Upon the recommendation of the Committee 
the Conference approved the time, place, participants and 
tentative agenda for this sentencing institute. The final 
agenda will be submitted to the March, 1985 meeting of the 
Conference. 
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The Conference also authorized the Committee to 
develop plans for a Joint Institute on Sentencing for the judges 
of the Eighth and Tenth Circuits to be held sometime in 1985, 
and a Joint Institute on Sentencing for the judges of the Second 
and Sixth Circuits to be held at Butner, North Carolina during 
the fiscal year 1986. Planning continues for the Institute on 
Sentencing for the judges of the Ninth Circuit which was 
: oo by the Conference in March, 1984 (Conf. Rept., p. 
14). 


PROBATION AND PRETRIAL SERVICES OFFICERS 


Judge Tjoflat informed the Conference that Congress has 
appropriated funds for 248 of the 330 positions requested for 
the probation service for the fiscal year 1985, including 168 of 
the 224 requested probation officer positions and 80 of the 106 
requested probation clerks. The Appropriation Act, however, 
provides only 153 of the 373 positions requested for pretrial 
services. In explaining this reduction the report of the House 
App opriations Committee stated: 


The remaining positions in the budget base will 
allow for the continuation of pretrial services in 
the demonstration districts ... as well as provide 
staffing for those districts where the courts have 
elected to establish separate agencies. There 
would appear to be a question as to whether the 
Pretrial Services Act authorizes the appointment 
of additional personnel in probation offices to 
perform pretrial services. Although the 
Committee is not questioning the merits of the 
Pretrial Services program, the Committee has 
not provided any funds or positions for additional 
personnel in probation offices to perform the 
pretrial services function until this ambiguity is 
resolved. In addition, the Committee believes 
the courts should utilize contract services as 
provided for in the Pretrial Services Act, 
especially i>. those areas where the workload is 
minimai. H. Rept. 98-802, p.50. 


The Congressional conferees on the appropriations bill 
adopted the House position stating: 


The conferees are agreed that base funding for 
the pretrial services program will be restored 
when the issue concerning the authorization for 
this program is resolved by the House and Senate 
Judiciary Committees. H. Rept. 98-952. 


Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference authorized the allocation of the 153 available 
pretrial services positions to the demonstration districts and to 
those districts which have elected to establish separate 
pretrial services offices. The Committee further noted that 
when the positions now available have been allocated, the 
remaining 79 courts will have to provide pretrial services with 
existing staff. If one of these courts subsequently elects to 
establish a separate office there will be no funds to provide 
staff until appropriations are made available. 


Judge Tjoflat stated that the Committee has approved a 
request for 447 additional positions to be included in the 
appropriation request for the fiscal year 1986, based on the 
application of the approved staffing formula to the projected 
workload. If the request is approved, the Committee plans to 
allocate 307 of the 447 positions to probation offices to 
perform pretrial services work. 


SENTENCING REFORM LEGISLATION 


Judge Tjoflat reported to the Conference in detail on the 
status of sentencing reform legislation. On August 8, 1984, 
the Judiciary Committee of the House of Representatives 
ordered reported H.R. 6012, the "Sentencing Revision Act of 
1984." Judge Tjoflat said that it was probable that the House 
would consider the bill before adjournment. The Senate had 
previously passed a similar bill on February 2, 1984. 


The sentencing bill endorsed by the Conference in 1983 
continues to provide the basis for the Probation Committee's 
efforts to ensure that any guideline legislation ultimately 
enacted will be capable of being implemented with a minimum 
of disruption for both district and appellate courts. At the 
March, 1984 meeting of the Conference (Conf. Rept., p. 15) 
concern was expressed about the impact of sentence review on 
the workload of the courts of appeals. The Conference 
resolved "that the subject of appellate review of sentencing be 
recom mitted to the Committee for further study and report." 


Judge Tjoflat reported that, upon reconsideration, the 
Committee had again endorsed the appellate review provisions 
of the bill that was approved by the Conference in March, 
1983. The Committee recognized that there is an 
overwhelming consensus in the political branches of the 
government in favor of a system of sentencing guidelines 
whose binding nature is enforced through appellate review. 
The appellate review provisions of the Judicial Conference bill 
seem to the Committee to impose the minimum burden on the 
appellate courts that is consistent with the fundamental 
purpose of a guideline sentencing system - to reduce disparity 
by producing enforceable standards to guide trial judges’ 
sentencing decisions. The Committee believes that the 1983 
Conference bill would generate fewer appeals than the 
appellate review legislation submitted to the Congress by the 
Judicial Conference in 1977. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM 


Judge Robert E. DeMascio, Chairman of the Committee 
on the Administration of the Bankruptcy System, presented the 
report of the Committee. 


SELECTION AND APPOINTMENT OF 
BANKRUPTCY JUDGES 


The Bankruptcy Amendments and Federal Judgeship Act 
of 1984, Public Law 98-353, gives jurisdiction over bankruptcy 
matters to the respective United States district courts and 
authorizes the district courts to refer any or all bankruptcy 
cases or proceedings to bankruptcy judges. Under the new 
statute bankruptcy judges are judicial officers of the United 
States district courts and are to be appointed by the respective 
courts of appeals for terrs of 14 years. Section 120 of the Act 
requires the judicial ccuncils of the circuits to assist the courts 
of appeals in evaluating potential nominees and to recommend 
qualified persons for appointment as bankruptcy judges "under 
regulations prescribed by the Judicial Conference." 


Upon the recommendation of the Committee, the 
Executive Committee of the Conference had previously 
approved regulations for the selection and appointment of 
bankruptcy judges which are similar to the Conference's 
regulations governing the selection and appointment of United 
States magistrates. The Conference thereupon ratified the 


action taken by the Executive Committee and authorized the 
Bankruptcy Committee to review the regulations, and any 
comments thereon which may be received, and to report to the 
Conference at its next session. 


ARRANGEMENTS FOR BANKRUPTCY JUDGES 


The Conference, upon the recommendation of the 
Committee, changed the oficial duty station of the 
bankruptcy judge for the Northern District of Mississippi from 
Greenville to Aberdeen. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
FEDERAL MAGISTRATES SYSTEM 


Judge Garnett Thomas Eisele, a member of the the 
Committee on the Administration of the Federal Magistrates 
System, presented the Committee's report on behalf of the 
Chairman, Judge Otto R. Skopil, Jr. 


SALARIES OF CLERKS OF COURT SERVING AS 
PART-TIME MAGISTRATES 


At its session in September, 1974 (Conf. Rept., p. 69) the 
Conference resolved that "the aggregate compensation of an 
individual who holds a combination position of part-time 
magistrate and clerk of a district court shall not exceed the 
salary payable to either a full-time magistrate or a clerk of 
court of a large district court, whichever is lesser." Judge 
Eisele stated that at the present time the salary of a clerk of 
court in a large district exceeds the salary of a full-time 
magistrate by $300. As a result, a clerk of a large district 
court who also performs magistrate duties would, under the 
previous resolution of the Conference, be required to accept a 
lesser salary for the performance of additional magistrate 
duties. Upon the recommendation of the Committee, the 
Conference resolved that the special limitation on the 
aggregate compensation of an _ individual who holds a 
combination position of part-time magistrate and clerk of a 
district court shall not apply to a clerk of a district court who 
receives no additional compensation or increase in grade for 
the performance of part-time magistrate duties. 
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LOCATIONS OF MAGISTRATES 


Three United States district courts have expressed a 
desire to move an incumbent full-time inagistrate from a 
currently specified location to the location fixed for a recently 
authorized full-time magistrate position established elsewhere 
in the district. It was the view of the Committee that the 
district courts should have the flexibility to reassign 
magistrates with the concurrence of the judicial council of the 
circuit. A reassignment would not amount to a reappointment, 
but would be a continuation of the existing term. To ensure 
that the judicial council of the circuit has the views of all 
concerned, the district courts should give advance notice of a 
proposed reassignment to the magistrate involved and to the 
Director of the Administrative Office and afford an 
opportunity for them to offer pertinent information. 


Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference authorized the district courts to reassign a 
magistrate from one authorized location within a district to 
another at the same salary level, but only with the prior 
specific approval of the judicial council of the circuit, provided 
that the court has advised the magistrate concerned and the 
Director of the Administrative Office of the proposed 
reassignment and given them the opportunity to submit 
comments to the council for its consideration in determining 
whether to grant approval. 


CHANGES IN MAGISTRATE POSITIONS 


After consideration of the report of the Committee and 
the recommendations of the Director of the Administrative 
Office, the district courts, and the judicial councils of the 
circuits, the Conference approved the following changes in 
salaries and arrangements for full-time and part-time 
magistrate positions. Unless otherwise indicated, these 
chanr~~ are to decome effective when appropriated funds are 
avaiia. The salaries of full-time magistrate positions are to 
be determined in accordance with the salary plan previously 
adopted by the Conference. 


FIRST CIRCUIT 
Massachusetts: 
(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Worcester (or Ayer) for an additional four-year term at 
the currently authorized salary of $14,710 per annum. 
Puerto Rico: 
(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at San 
Juan which is due to expire on May 31, 1985, for an 
additional eight-year term. 
SECOND CIRCUIT 
New York, Eastern: 


(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Brooklyn which is due to expire on June 19, 1985, for an 
additional eight-year term. 


(2) Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Hempstead for an additional eight-year term. 


(3) Authorized a fourth full-time magistrate position at 
Brooklyn. 


THIRD CIRCUIT 
Pennsylvania, Middle: 
(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Scranton for an additional four-year term and increased 
the salary of the position from $21,956 per annum to 
$28,933 per annum. 
(2) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 


position at Stroudsburg from $2,920 per annum to $14,..J 
per annum. 
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Pennsylvania, Western: 


(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Johnstown for an additional four-year term and reduced 
the salary of the position from $2,920 per annum to 
$1,947 per annum. 


Virgin Islands: 


(1) Converted either the part-time magistrate position at 
Christiansted, or the clerk-magistrate position at 
Charlotte Amalie, at the discretion of the court, to a 
full-time magistrate position. 


(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Christiansted and the authorization of the clerk of court 
at Charlotte Amalie to perform part-time magistrate 
duties for additional four-year terms at the currently 
authorized salaries. 


FOURTH CIRCUIT 
North Carolina, Eastern: 


(1) Continued the authorization of the clerk of court at 
Raleigh to perform the duties of a part-time magistrate 
for an additional four-year term at the currently 
authorized salary payable to the clerk of a large district 
court. 


(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Wilmington for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $4,867 per annum. 


Virginia, Eastern: 
(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Alexandria which is due to expire on September 30, 1985, 
for an additional eight-year term. 
(2) Continued the full-time magistrate position at 


Norfolk which is due to expire on April 30, 1985, for an 
additional eight-year term. 
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| 
(3) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
: Richmond for an additional four-year term end increased 
the salary from $28,933 per annum to $33,050 per annum. 
West Virginia, Northern: 


(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Morgantown (or Fairmount or Clarksburg) for an 
additional four-year term at the currently authorized 
salary of $2,920 per annum. 


FIFTH CIRCUIT 
Texas, Southern: 


(1) Authorized a new part-time magistrate position at 
Galveston at a salary of $33,050 per annum. 


Texas, Eastern: 
(1) Authorized me part-time magistrate at Texarkana to 
exercise jurisdiction in the adjoining Western District of 
Arkansas. 
(2) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Texarkana from $2,920 per annum to $3,894 
per annum upon implementation of the adjoining district 
jurisdiction. 

Texas, Western: 


(1) Converted the part-time magistrate position at Waco 
to a full-time magistrate position. 


SIXTH CIRCUIT 
Ohio, Northern: 


(1) Authorized a third full-time magistrate position at 
Cleveland. 


(2) Continued the full-time magistrate position at Akron 
for an additional eight-year term. 


(3) Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Lima upon the expiration of the current term. 
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Ohio, Southern: 


(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Dayton for an additional eight-year term. 


Tennessee, Eastern: 


(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Knoxville for an additional eight-year term. 


SEVENTH CIRCUIT 
‘llinois, Central: 


(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Springfield for an additional eight-year term. 


(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Rock 
Island for an additional four-year term at the currently 
authorized salary of $8,869 per annum. 
EIGHTH CIRCUIT 
Arkansas, Eastern: 


(1) Authorized a third full-time magistrate position at 
Little Rock. 


Arkansas, Western: 


(1) Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at 
Texarkana, effective November 30, 1984, or upon the 
designation of the part-time magistrate at Texarkana, 
Texas to exercise jurisdiction in the «ijoining Western 
District of Arkansas, whichever is earlier. 


Missouri, Western: 


(1) Authorized a full-time magistrate position at 
Jefferson City. 


(2) Authorized the full-time magistrate at Jefferson City 


to exercise jurisdiction in the adjoining Eastern District 
of Missouri. 
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North Dakota: 


(1) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Grand Forks from $2,920 per annum to $3,89% 
per annum. 


South Dakota: 


(1) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Rapid City from $14,710 per annum to $33,050 
per annum. 


(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Sioux 
Falls at the currently authorized salary of $8,869 per 
annum. 


NINTH CIRCUIT 
Alaska: 


| (1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Anchorage for an additional eight-year term. 


(2) Waived the statutory 5-year bar membership 
requirement for the part-time magistrate position at 
Nome upon a finding that no individual meeting the 


5-year requirement is available to serve at that location. 
California, Northern: 


(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at San 
Francisco which is due to expire on December 19, 1985, 
for an additional eight-year term. 


(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Monterey (or Salinas) for an additional four-year term at 
the currently authorized salary of $28,933 per annum. 


California, Central: 


(1) Redesignated the official location of the newly 
authorized full-time magistrate position at Santa Ana as 
Santa Ana or Los Angeles and removed the condition on 
filling the position. 
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(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Honolulu for an tional f ear term at the 
currently authorized salary of $33,050 per annum. 


(2) Authorized e part-time magistrate position at 

Johnston Island at a 2 of $1,947 annum, The 
osition had been scheduled for discontinuance effective 
ptember 30, 1984. 


Idaho: 


(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Pocatello for an additional four-year term and increased 
the salary from $8,869 per annum to $14,710 per annum, 


(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Coeur 
d'Alene (or Moscow) for an additional four-year term at 
the currently authorized salary of $8,869 per annum. 


Washington, Western: 


(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at 
Seattle which is due to expire on July 31, 1985, for an 
additional eight-year term. 


TENTH CIRCUIT 
Colorado: 


(1) Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate 
position at Rocky Mountain National Park from $8,869 
per annum to $12,763 per annum. 


(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Junction City for an additional four-year term and 
increased the salary from $10,816 per annum to $16,765 
per annum. 


(2) Continued the pert-time magistrate position at 
Leavenworth for an additional four-year term and 
increased the salary from $6,922 per annum to $10,816 per 
annum. 
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New Mexico: 


(1) Converted the part-time magistrate position at 
Albuquerque to a full-time position. 


(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 

Farmington for an additional four-year term at the 

currently authorized salary of $1,947 per annum. 
Oklahoma, Northern: 


(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at Tulsa 
for an additional eight-year term. 


Oklahoma, Eastern: 


(1) Converted the part-time magistrate position at 
Muskogee to a full-time position. 


Oklahoma, Western: 


(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Oklahoma City for an additional four-year term and 
increased the salary from $16,765 per annum to $19,361 
per annum. 


(2) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Enid 
for an additional four-year term at the currently 
authorized salary of $2,920 per annum, subject to review 
in one year. 
ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 
Alabama, Southern: 


(1) Retained the part-time magistrate position at Selma 
at the currently authorized salary of $1,947 per annum. 


Florida, Middle: 


(1) Authorized a third full-time magistrate position at 
Tampa. 
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Florida, Southern: 


(1) Continued the full-time magistrate position at Miami, 
which is due to expire on December li, 1985, for an 
additional eight-year term. 


(2) Continued the full-time magistrate position at Fort 
Lauderdale for an additional eight-year term. 


(3) Continued the part-time magistrate position at Key 
West for an additional four-year term at the currently 
authorized salary of $21,956 per annum. 


Georgia Southern: 


(1) Continued the part-time magistrate position at 
Swainsboro for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $3,894 per annum. 


COMMITTEE TO IMPLEMENT THE 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 


Judge Thomas J. MacBride, Chairman of the Committee 
to Implement the Criminal Justice Act, presented the 
Committee's report. 


APPOINTMENTS AND PAYMENTS 


Judge MacBride submitted to the Conference a report on 
appointments and payments under the Criminal Justice Act for 
the first half of the fiscal year 1984. The report indicated that 
$37,000,000 was available for the implementation of the 
Criminal Justice Act at the beginning of the fiscal year and 
that projected obligations for the year are $39,265,000, A 
supplemental appropriations request in the amount of 
$2,265,000 to cover pay costs and additional program 
requirements has been approved by the Congress. The 
supplemental request also provides funding for the 
establishment of a Federal Public Defender Organization to 
serve the Northern, Eastern and Western Districts of 
Oklahoma. 


During the first half of the fiscal year 1984 approximately 
21,700 persons were represented under the Criminal Justice 
Act, compared to 20,700 in the first half of the fiscal year 
1983, an increase of 4.8 percent. This increase parallels the 


rise of 4.3 percent in the number of criminal cases commenced 
in the United States district courts during the twelve month 
period ended March 31, 1984. Of the 21,700 persons represented 
during the first half of the fiscal year, 13,040, or 60 percent, 
were represented by Federa) Public and Community Defender 
Organizations, an increase of 3.7 percent from the number of 
appointments made during the first half of the fiscal year 
1983, 


BUDGET REQUESTS - 
FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDERS 


The Criminal Justice Act, as amended, requires each 
Federal Public Defender Organization, established pursuant to 
18 U.S.C. 3006A(hX2XA), to submit a proposed budget to be 
approved by the Judicial Conference in accordance with 28 
U.S.C. 605. Judge MacPride stated that the Committee had 
reviewed four requests for supplemental funding for the fiscal 
year 1985 and had reviewed requ sts from the 35 Federal 
ae Defender Organizations for funding for the fiscal year 
1986. 


The Conference, upon the recommendation of the 
Committee, approved supplemental budget requests for the 
fiscal year 1985 for Federal Defender Organizations as follows: 


Lousiana, Eastern..... 

Maryland ........ 

Texas, Southern ........+. e*e0eee *e 
Texas, Western...... 


TOTAL ...seeeeees ee . ee $ 157,788 


The Conference, also upon the recommendation of the 
Committee, approved budget requests for the fiscal year 1986 
for the Federal Public Defender Organizations as follows: 


APIZONA .. cece rece eee eeeseseeee $ 916,883 
California, Nortrern .............. 1,021,465 
California, Eastern...... ; 905,896 
California, Central...... 1,808,801 
Colorado ....... 

Connecticut......++. 

Florida, Northern .... 

Florida, Middle..... 

Florida, Southern........... 


Georgia, Southern eeeeeeeeeeeeeneee”ege 328,351 
PTT casseeneneenoceecececece 611,286 
Illinois, Central & Southern, 

& Missouri, Eastern eeeeeeweee7#ee#ee#8e?e 412,900 
D+ -noeene00000000000000% 383,746 
Kentucky, Eastern eeeeeeeeeeeeeee 297,412 
Louisiana, Eastern e*eeeeweeeeeneeee#eeree 431,145 
Maryland eeeeeeneeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 843,013 
Massachusetts e*eeereneeeeeeeeeeeee 336,368 
Minnesota eeeeenweeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 276,043 
Missouri, Western .........eeeee0. 580,684 
Nevada eeeeeeeneen5+reereeeeeneeeeeeeee §27,157 
NOW Jerssy.. 700,012 
New Mexico e*eeeenenenereeeneeneteeeeeeee 356,040 
Ohio, Northern eeeeneeeeneeeeeneeee#ee#ee¢e 339,657 
Oklahoma, Northern, Eastern 

& Western e*eseeenereen5reeeeeeee#e#e#e#eé 421,992 
Oregon eeeeteeene#e#ensrteeeeneeneeeeeneee#ee#e#¢e 583,497 
Pennsylvania, Western ............ 349,003 
Puerto Rico eeeeeeneeeeeeeeeeeeeee 393,657 
South Carolina eeee0neeeeeeneeeneeeneee#ee”ee 337,775 
Tennessee, Middle e*eeeeeeeeeeeeee 373,434 
Tennessee, Western .............. 215,778 
Texas, Southern eeeeeseeeeeeeeeneeee 783,765 
Texas, Western. .... secre eeecees 788,659 
Virgin Islands eeeeenveeevee#eeeeeeneeeee 475,689 
Washi +] Western. eeeeeee4ne4neee#e#e 497,633 
West Virginia, Southern............ 222,314 


TOTAL eeeeeeeeeeseeeeeeeeeeeeee $19,630,349 


J MacBride informed the Conference that the above 
budgets for the fiscal year 1986 were based on projected 
caseloads and that the Committee will entertain requests for 
supplemental funding if workloads or other factors warrant 
reconsideration of funding needs. Judge MacBride also stated 
that the Court of Apppeals for the Third Circuit had approved 
amendments to the Criminal Justice Act Plan for the Middle 
District of Pennsylvania to provide for the establishment of a 
Federal Public Defender Organization in that district and that 
the Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit had similarly 
approved the establishment of a Federal Public Defender 
Organization for the Eastern District of North Carolina. 


Upon the recommendation of the Committee the 
Conference approved funding for the Federal Public Defender 
izations in these two districts for the fiscal years 1985 

1986 in the following amounts: 


Middle District of Pennsylvania: 


Fiscal year 1985 .... ee eeeeees $447,636 
Fiscal year 1986 .....eeeeeees $355,445 


Eastern District of North Carolina: 


Fiscal year 1985 .... cee veees $359,660 
Fiscal year 1986 ......eeeeees $366,255 


GRANT REQUESTS - 
COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS 


The Conference, upon the recommendation of the 
Committee, approved supplemental sustaining grants for the 
fiscal year 1985 for the following Community Defender 
Organizations: 


Federal Defender Program, Inc., 


Georgia, Northern e*eeee7ne#e#*e*ee#ee#ee#ee#e#eee#e« $ 39,406 

The Legal Aid Society of New York, 

Federal Defender Services Unit, 

New York, Eastern & Southern ....... 65,287 
TI coscoceoeceneceseces $104,693 


The Conference, upon the recommendation of the 
Committee, also approved sustaining grants for the fiscal year 
1986 for the six Community Defender Organizations as follows: 


Federal Defenders of San Diego, 
Inc., California, Southern e*eeeeeeer#8ee. $1,328,910 
Federal Defender Program, Inc., 
Georgia, Northern *eeeeeen3#*#e#*¢#8#2ee#28ee#8ee 475,359 
Federal Defender Program, Inc., 
Ilinois, Northern ........... —XRX 791,178 


Legal Aid & Defender Assn, of 
Detroit, Federal Defender 


Division, Michigan, Eastern.......++. 800,867 
The Legal Aid Society of New York, 

Federal Defender Services Unit, 

New York, Eastern & Southern ....... 1,851,334 


Defender Assn. of Philadelphia, 
Federal Court Division, 


Pennsylvania, Eastern. ......seeeees 619,634 
TOTAL *eeneeeeeeeeeeeeeeee#e $5,867,282 


Judge MacBride stated that the Committee will consider 
requests for supplemental sustaining grant funds if workload 
increases or other factors warrant reconsideration of the 
approved sustaining grants. 


ACQUISITION OF WORD PROCESSING OR 
PERSONAL COMPUTER EQUIPMENT 


It was the view of the Committee that, to the extent 
warranted by workload, all Federal Defender Organizations 
should be offered word processing or personal computer 
capability by the close of the fiscal year 1986. In order to 
avoid incurring the total cost for providing system-wide 
capability in one fiscal year, the Committee recommended 
that supplemental funding be provided in the fiscal year 1985 
for those organizations with the most immediate need for the 
equipment. The Conference thereupon approved supplemental 
funding for the fiscal year 1985 for the defender organizations 
listed below. Additionally, the defender organizations in the 
Northern District of Georgia, the District of Maryland and the 
Eastern and Southern Districts of New York will use the 
supplemental funding authorized for the fiscal year 1985 to 
acquire this equipment. 


California, Rastern ................ $ 8,500 
Florida, Northern ................. 17,000 
Florida, Middle................... 17,000 
0) e ',,—, — 17,000 
Kentucky, Eastern .....-ssseee008 8,500 
Missouri, Western. ......seeeeeeees 17,000 
NOW JOPSCy .. ccc cece eceeeveveces 8,500 
Ohio, Northern......cceceeevecees 8,500 
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Pennsylvania, Western ....seeeeeees 8,500 


Puerto RIGO... cece eeeveeeeeeer 8,500 

Tennessee, Western e*eeeeeeeeeeeeee 8,500 

TOTAL e*eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee $127,500 
GUIDELINES 


The Committee submitted to the Conference the 
following amendments to the Guidelines for the Administration 
of the Criminal Justice Act which were approved by the 
Conference: 


L An amendment to paragraph 2.22A to 
eliminate the requirement for counsel to file a 
memorandum detailing the services vided 
when the compensation claimed exceeds $750 and 
to make the filing of such a memorandum 
discretionary with the court when the 
compensation claimed is less than the statutory 
maximum. 


2. The inclusion of a new chapter 5 to the 
Guidelines entitled "Miscellaneous Procedures" 
and a new subsection 5.01 setting forth the 
res for the release of information 
pertaining to Criminal Justice Act activities. 


COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS - 
CONDITIONS OF GRANT 


The Conference, upon the recommendation of the 
Committee, approved various changes in the "Community 
Defender Organization Grant Terms and Conditions" as 
follows: 


l An amendment to clauses 2 and 3 to require 
that grant funds, and grant-related income, be 
maintained in federally insured interest bearing 
accounts and to bar the commingling of grant 
funds and grant-related income with non-grant 
funds. 


2. An amendment to clause 8 to require that the 
certified public accountant selected by the 
grantee to perform the annual audit be approved 


by the Administrative Office and that the annus! 
audit be expanded to include an inventory of ail 
property acquired by the grantee with grant 
unds when specifically requested by the 
Administrative Office. 


3. An amendment to clause 11 to change the 
threshold amounts for Administrative Office 
approval of the acquisition or disposition of 
property and to require that the Administrative 
Office be advised in advance of contractual 
undertakings, such as insurance or leases, which 
have significant potential long term effects or 
cost implications. 


4. An amendment to clause 12 to ciarify the 
procedures relating to the dissolution of the 
grantee and the discretion of the Judicial 
Conference to continue or renew grants and to 
add provisions relating to the safeguarding of and 
accounting for property and for indemnif the 
United States with respect to the grantee's debts. 


5. An amendment to clause 14 to require that 
reimbursement for official travel and subsistence 
expenses generally not exceed the amounts 
authorized for Federal employees, that the 
grantee's policies for reimbursement of these 
expenses be set forth in writing, and that the 
records of expenditures for travel and 
subsistence be maintained in a manner 
acceptable to the Administrative Office. 


6. An amendment to clause 15 to require that 
written copies of personnel policies and the 
terms and conditions of .mployment be provided 
to the Administrative Office, that leave records 
be maintained in a manner acceptable to the 
Administrative Office, and that the 
Administrative Office approve both the filling of 
personnel vacancies and the compensation to be 
paid to employees. 


7. An amendment to clause 17 to preclude the 
use of grant funds for any purpose except the 
operations of the grantee. 


8. An amendment to clause 21 to prohibit 
employees of the grantee from _ receiving 
eens of value from or on behalf of grantee 
clients. 


9. An amendment to clause 23 to provide that 
failure to deliver representation and other 
services is a basis for reducing, suspending, 
disallowing or terminating payments to the 
grantee and to change the requirement for notice 
of intent to reduce, suspend or terminate 
payment from 30 to 10 days. 


CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT AMENDMENTS 


Judge MacBride informed the Conference of a bill, H.R. 
5757, pending in the 98th Congress, which would establish a 
comprehensive plan establishing uniform rates among the more 
than 100 Federal "fee shif statutes which authorize 
attorneys' fees in certain civil, judicial, and administrative 
—e—Gö*— The bill also provides for an increase in the rates 
or attorney compensation under the Criminal Justice Act and 
increases the maximum allowable payments. An identical bill, 
S. 2802, 98th Congress, was introduced in the Senate. 


Upon the recommendation of the Committee, the 
Conference authorized the transmission of the following views 
to the Congress: 


The Judicial Conference strongly concurs with 
the assessment underlying H.R. 5757 that the 
existing levels of attorney compensation under 
the Criminal Justice Act are inadequate and 
should be raised. However, the Judicial 
Conference believes that the problem of the 
present inadequacy of compensation for counsel 
appointed to represent defendants in federal 
criminal cases should be addressed separately 
from the issue of "fee-shifting" in civil cases, and 
that a mere doubling of the Criminal Justice Act 
hourly rates and per case maximums would not be 
sufficient. The House passed bill, H.R. 4307, and 
an identical bill, S. 2420, introduced in the 
Senate by Senator Mathias, would provide a more 
flexible and durable remedy with respect to the 
Criminal Justice Act compensation issue. In 
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addition, it would bring about other needed 
improvements relating to effective 
implementation and operation, and thus more 
nearly ensure the fundamental purpose of the 
Criminal Justice Act. Accordingly, the Judicial 
Conference does not support the amendment to 
the Criminal Justice Act included in H.R. 5757 
and = endorses the enactment of H.R. 4307 
or S. 2420. 


COMMITTEE ON THE OPERATION OF THE JURY SYSTEM 


Judge T. Emmet Clarie, Chairman of the Commitee on 
the Operation of the Jury System, presented the report of the 
Committee. 


SUMMARY JURY TRIALS 


Judge Clarie informed the Conference that the 
Committee had completed its analysis of the summary jury 
trial and had concluded that it is a useful complement to other 
judicial techniques aimed at promoting the settlement of 
difficult cases. Although Judge Clarie emphasized that it is 
not suitable for all cases, it is a valuable tool in many 
situations. The Conference thereupon adopted the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, that the Judicial Conference endorses 
the experimental use of summary jury trials as a 
potentially effective means of promoting the fair 
and equitable settlement of potentially lengthy 
civil jury cases. 


JUROR UTILIZATION 


At its session in March, 1984 (Conf. Rept., p. 34) the 
Conference established a national goal of limiting the 
percentage of jurors not selected, serving or challenged on voir 
dire or orientation day to 30 percent. Judge Clarie informed 
the Conference that many district courts had made significant 
progress toward attaining this goal and suggested a formula to 
be used in calling jurors for civil and criminal trials. It was the 
view of the Conference that a strict formula would not be 
advisable. The Conference, however, commended the district 


courts for the improvements made in the increased use of 
jurors called to serve and encouraged all district courts to 
continue their efforts to improve the utilization of jurors. 


AD HOC COMMITTEE ON CAMERAS IN THE COURTROOM 


On March 8, 1983, 28 separate radio, TV, newspaper and 
related organizations filed a petition with the Judicial 
Conference requesting that Canon 3A(7) of the Code of 
Conduct for United States Judges and Rule 35 of the Federal 
Rules of Criminal Procedure be amended to allow radio 
broadcasting, televising, motion picture and still ca..cra 
coverage of Federal court proceedings, and further that the 
Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure and the Federal Rules of 
Criminal Procedure be amended to include provisions allowing 
such coverage. The petition was assigned to the Committees 
on Court Administration, Rules of Practice and Procedure, and 
the Advisory Committee on Codes of Conduct and the 
Chairman of these committees each selected four members of 
their committees to form the Ad Hoc Committee. 


The Committee filed a report with the Conference 
recommending that the petition be denied and the Conference 
approved. The report of the Committee was authorized to be 
released and the Committee was discharged. I view of a 
request pending in a district court of the Second “ircuit to 
televise certain proceedings in that court, Chief Ju 2 Wilfred 
Feinberg abstained from consideration of and vo on the 
report of the Committee. 


AD HOC COMMITTEE ON AMERICAN INNS OF COURT 


Judge Aldon J. Anderson, Chairman of the Ad Hoc 
Committee on American Inns of Court, presented a brief 
report on the activities of the Committee. 


Judge Anderson informed the Conference that the 
concept of an American Inn of Court continues to spread. Two 
additional Inns have been chartered in recent months and 
numerous inquiries have been received from potential sponsors 
of new Inns. He informed the Conference of plans to create a 
permanent national organization separate from any 
governmental entity to control the operation of the program. 
The plan calls for the creation of a nonprofit corporation to be 


chartered under the District of Columbia Nonprofit 
Corporation Act. Draft Articles of Incorporation and Bylaws 
for the new organization have been prepared and will be 
considered further at the Committee's next meeting. 


MEMORIAL RESOLUTION 


The Conference, noting the death of Judge George L. 
Hart, Jr., a former member of the Conference, adopted the 
following resolution: 


With deep regret the Judicial Conference of the 
United States notes the death of George L. Hart, 
Jr. on May 21, 1984, after more than twenty years 
of active service and five years service as a 
senior judge of the United States District Court 
for the District of Columbia. Judge Hart served 
as a member of the Conference in 1974 and 1975 
while he was the Chief Judge of his court. He 
was well known to his colleagues and respected 
by them. He was a long-time member of the 
Conference's Committee on Court 
Administration serving with distinction sinec 
1975. Judge Hart gained the respect and 
admiration of judges throughout the nation with 
whom he was in daily contact in his position as 
Chairman of the Committee on Intercircuit 
Assignments to which he was appointed in 1977. 
He was the first Presiding Judge of the United 
States Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court, 
serving a term of three years under an 
assignment from the Chief Justice. 


Judge Hart was widely recognized not only for 
his scholarly work as a judge but also for his 
outstanding administrative ability. His 
assignments, both within his court and elsewhere, 
were always discharged competently and 


expeditiously. 


We, the members of the Judicial Conference, 
extend our deepest sympathy to his wife Louise 
and his son and ask that a copy of this resolution 
be sent to them. 


The Conference referred to the Executive Committee of 
the Conference the task of selecting a bankruptcy judge to 
serve as a member of the Board of the Federal Judicial Center 
to fill the unexpired term of Bankruptcy Judge Join J. Galgay, 
recently deceased. 


PRETERMISSION OF TERMS 
OF THE COURTS F APPEALS 


The Conference, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 48, approved the 
pretermission of terms of the United States courts of appeals 
during the calendar year 1985 at the following locations: at 
Asheville, North Carolina in the Fourth Circuit and at 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma and Wichita, Kansas in the Tenth 
Circuit. 


RELEASE OF CONFERENCE ACTION 
The Conference authorized the immediate release of 


matters considered at this session where necessary for 
legislative or administrative action. 


Warren E. Burger 


Chief Justice 
of the United States 


October , 1984 
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Boards: 

Certification; Facilities for. .....ssseeseeeseeeses 

Federal Judicial Center; Election to............... 
Budget: 

Appropriations for FY 1986 .....eseeseceesveseees 

Committee on; Report of eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeneeenee 

Supplemental Appropriations for FY 1085............ 
Budget Requests, Federal Public Defenders .........+... 
Cameras in the Courtroom; Ad Hoc Committee on; 

Report eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 
Cases Cited: 

Immigration and Naturalization Service 

v. Chadha eeeeoeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 
Western Pacific Railroad Corp. v. Western 

Pacific Railroad Co... ..cccccccccccccccececs 


Civil Commitment Legislation: 
Insanity Defense and Code of Conduet.............. 34 


Committee on; Report ot.............. 13 
Clarins of Bout Service as Part-time Magistrate; 


Aggregate salary of e*eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee @ 71 
Codes of Conduct: 
Activities of the Committee .......ecccecccvseces 63 
Advisory Committee on; Report of ....eseseeeseees 63 
Cameras in the Courtroom eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 89 
Judicial Conduct e*eeeeeeneeeneeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee @ 63 
Law Clerks eeeeeeee#eeneeneeteeeeeeeneeeeeeeeeeee @ 64 
Community Defender Organizations: 
Conditions of Grant eeeeeeeeeeeeeeneeeseeeeeeeeeee 85 
Grant Requests e*eeeeeseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee ee @ 32,83 
Computerized dockets e*eeereeneeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee @ @ 7 
Court Administration: 
— —we Assistants to Chief 
e*eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee @ ll 
Arbitration; court-annexed ......6eeeceeeceeseees 49 
jj ---ooen00000000000660000000006006 7,47 
Committee on; Report Of ......ceceeeveveseseees 6,47 
Court Reporters... .cecsccssesceseevesssessece 59 
Court Reporters’ Sick Leave ......eeeeeeesseesecs 11 
Court Reporters’ Foaneeripios..................... 12 
Disciplinary Enforcement; Uniform 
i. .200000600000060660000000000006 9,51 
Distribution of Reports... ...sesececcecssseceees 8 
Diversity of Citizenship Jurisdiction e*eeeeeseeeeeeeeee 55 
En Banc Hearings .....scesssssvceecsvevveseees 55 
— 3 
pe ry he eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 10 
Law Clerks and ese scooeeseceseeeeeeses 10 
Local Rules; Distribution of eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 50 
Matters under Submission or Advisement; 


PPP — 51 


Report 
Multidistrict Li — SPPPPTTTITTTrrTrrrerrresrerrTe 56 
Nonappropriated eeeeeeseeepeveeeeeeeeeeeeneeeee 50 
Places of PPT TITITrrirrrirriry 8 
Records Disposi eeeeseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee @ 7 
Retirement ; Staff Attorneya.............. 57 
Retirement of torial udges.................. 50 
Secretaries to Judges and Magiatrates.............. 58 
Security; Court e*eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeenee 48 
Places of Holding Court eeeeseeeeeeeeneeeneeeeeeeeee §1 
Court Reporters: .... cc ccecccceeesesssecsesesess 59 
Electronic Sound Recording. .......seseeseeseeseees 37 
Manual; Amendment to... ..cscscccccescsesesess 12 
Sick Leave for... cccccccsccccccceseeeceseees 11 


Transcript Format eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 12 
Courts of Appeals; Pretermission of Terms. ........+++: 91 
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Amendments to the Act eeeeeeeeeenvenereeeeeeeeeee 
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Qualification Standards, Federal Public 

Defenders eeeeseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeneeeee 
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Insanity Defense and Civil Commitment 
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Discovery e*eeeeeeeeeeeeeneeeeeeeeneeeeeeeeee 
Distribution of Reports......cscescesesvessesecees 
Diversity of Citizenship eeeoevoeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee ee 
ln... 2. O00000650006666600000000006 
Electronic Sound Recording; Ad Hoc 

Committee on e*eeeseeeeeeeeeeneenetreenseeneeeeeeeeeeneeee 
En Banc HearingS .....sssesecescsssesseveseevees 
Equal Employment Opportunity ..................... 
Ethics (See Judicial Ethics) 
Executive Committee Actions: 

Bankruptcy Judges: 

A ments *eeeoeeeeeeeneeneeneeeeeeeeeeeee @ 
Selection and Appointment ......eseeeeeeseees 

Bankruptcy Rules... cesses scccessessesesessess 

Court of International Trade; VS.................. 

ElectionS ....ccccccccccsececeeseseseesesesese 

Inns of Court; Ad Hoc Committee on .......seeeeeees 
Facilities: 


Courts Guide .. ce cccccceceeeeeeseeeeeeees, 


Administra Office... ccc cccccccccceeeseseces 

Federal Judicial Center eeeeeeeensrenreeneeseeeeeneeneeee 
Federal Public Defenders; Salaries of. .......ceseeeees 
Federal Judicial Center: 

Board; Election to e*eeeoeeeeeneenseenseeeneeeeeeeeeeeeee 
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Qualification Standards for .....ccecesescceeseees 
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Fee Schedule; Sale of Local Rules .......sseeeeeeeees 
Financial Disclosure (see Judicial Ethics) 
Funds; Nonappropriated e*eeee@ene3#e4neeeneeeeneeeeeeeeeee@ 
General Accounting Office, Report on 

Magistrates System eeeeeeeneenreeeeeeeeeeesneeeeee 
Grand Jury Orientation FUuUm...................... 
Grant Requests, Community Defender 

Organizations... sseseceeeveesesevvevesveece 
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Criminal Justice Act ....cccccscccccescceseceeces 

Electronic Sound Recording. ......sssseesecsseses 

Nonappropriated Funds ......ccesesssesevseveses 
Hart, L. Jr.3 Memorial Resolution. eeeeeee7e#ees7#eee 
Immunity, Judges and Judicial Offieers............... 
Inns of Court: 

Ad Hoc Committee on; Report of eeeeoeeeeeneeeeneeeeee@ 
Insanit —— and Civil Commitment 

t e*eeeeeeeeeenseenrenseenseeneeeeeeeeeeeee#e#e 

Intercircuit Assignments: Committee on; 

Report e*eeeseeoeeeeeeeeeeeeeneneeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 
International Trade; U.S, Court of................... 
Interstate Commerce .....ccccccccccccesecsecececes 
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Appointment and Selection of e*eeeeeeeeeeeneeeeee 
Arrangements for.......................... 
Code of Conduct for... ..cccccccseseseccseccsece 
Retirement of Territorial eeeeeeneeeseeeeeeneneenseeneeee 
Secretaries to deceased e*eeeeneenteneeeeeeneeeneeeeee 
Judgeships; Additional eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeneeneee 
Judicial Branch: 
Committee on; Report of *eeeeoeeeeeeneeeneeeeeeeeeee 
Quadrennial Salary Commission................... 
Social Security............................... 
Judicial Business of the Courts eeeeseeeeeeeeeeeenseeeee 
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EET 
Release of Aetion.............. 
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Location of Magistrates eeeeeeeenseeeeseeeeeeeeeneeeneee 
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Voir Dire Examination eeeeseeeeeeseeeeeneseeneeeeeeeeeee 
Local Rules of Court eeeeeeeseeeseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeneeee 6 
te System: 
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ANNUAL REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR 
OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS 
FOR THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1984 


To: The Chief Justice of the United States, Chairman, and Members 
of the Judicial Conference of the United States 


Pursuant to the provisions of Title 28 Section 604(aX3) of the 
United States Code, I have the honor to report on the business of the 
courts and activities of the Administrative Office of the United States 
Courts for the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984. This report is 
submitted in the following subdivisions: 


, Judicial Business 
; Judicial Administration 
, Judicial Appropriations and Expenditures 


, Report of Complaints Filed and Action Taken Under Title 
28 U.S.C. Section 372(c) 


Report of Fees and Expenses Awarded Under the Equal 
Access to Justice Act of 1980 


Judiciary Equal Employment Opportunity Program 
Recommendations 


JUDICIAL BUSINESS 
COURTS OF APPEALS 


During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit received 1,126 new filings. 
Nearly 47.0 percent of those appeals came from the Merit Systems 
Protection Board with an additional 43.2 percent from appeals of 
decisions from the U.S. Claims Court, the U.S. district courts, and the 
Patent and Trademark Office. During the year the court disposed of 
964 appeals, 262 of which were withdrawn prior to decision. Of the 
remaining 702 appeals decided by the court, 79.6 percent were af- 
firmed, 9.5 percent were reversed, and 10.8 percent were modified. At 
the end of the year the court had 690 appeals pending, 30.7 percent 
above the pending caseload on June 30, 1983. Nearly 50.0 percent of 
the pending caseload on June 30, 1984, were appeals from the Patent 
and Trademark Office. 
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In the 12 regional courts of appeals, filings continued to rise this 

. There were 31,490 appeals filed, an increase of 6.3 percent over 
9,630 filed last year. Filings per authorized three-judge panel 
to oe —— to 673 a the year ended June 30, 1983. The 
515 substantially more cases this year 
° 31,185 288 were nearly 9.0 percent above last 
disposition rate and only 305 cases short of the rate of filings. 
a result of this increased disposition rate the pending caseload grew 
1.4 percent to 22,785 on June 30, 1984. 
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Table 1 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Appeals Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1977 through 1984 


Commenced 
uthor- 


ized Cases 
Judge- Per | Termi-| Pend- 


Table 2 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Source of Appeals 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1983 and 1984 


Source 1983 | 1984 | Change 


DT——44444⸗ 29,630 31,490 6.3 


U.S. District Courts 
Criminal ....sesccccccsees 4,790 4,881; 1.9 
Civil 

U.S. Only ............. 5,820 6,259 7.5 
Private Only .......++. | 14,429 15,466; 7.2 


Other Appeals: 


Bankruptcy @eeeeee0ee37e2e7en1ee#e#ee 688 987 43.5 
Administrative Agency ...... 3,069 3,045 | -0.8 


Original Proceedings. ..... + 834 852| 2.2 


STATUS OF JUDGESHIP POSITIONS 


On June 30, 1984 there were 144 judgeships authorized for the 
U.S. courts of appeals. Only two of the positions were vacant at the 
end of the year. In addition to the authorized positions there were 52 
senior judges in courts of appeals on June 30, 1984. 


In the U.S. district courts there were 515 authorized judgeships 
on June 30, 1984. Only 16 positions were vacant at the end of the 
year. There were an additional 185 senior judges in the district courts 
on June 30, 1984. 


Public Law 98-353, which became effecti, July 10, 1984 (out- 
side the period covered by this report), authorized an additional 24 
positions for the U.S. courts of appeals. The law also authorized 61 
additional positions in U.S. district courts. Therefore, the courts of 
appeals are now authorized a total of 168 judgeships and the district 
courts are authorized 576. 
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Table 3 
U.S. Courts of i and U.S. District Courts 
Status of Judgeship Positions 
On June 30, 1977 through 1984 


U.S. Courts of Appeals! U.S. District Courts 
Author- Author- 
ized ized 
Judge- | Vecan- | Senior Judge- | Vacan- | Senior 
Year ships cies | Judges ships cies Judges 
1977 . 97 10 46 398 25 120 
1978 . 97 2, 46 399 18 119 
1979....| 132 38 “ sis nuio? 27 
1980 . 132 6 4s 516 32 126 
1961 . 132 9 45 $16 41 149 
1982 . 132 q 54 $15 20 163 
1983 . 144 4 38 $15 25 175 
1984 . 144 2 52 $15 16 185 


1 Beginning in 1983 positions in the new Court of Appeals for the 
2 Federal Circuit are included. 
A total of 35 court of appeals and 100 district court judgeship 
vacancies were in positions created in October 1978. 


DISTRICT COURTS 
Civil Cases 


During the year ended June 30, 1984, there were 261,485 civil 
eases docketed in the U.S. district courts. This was more than 8.0 
percent above the number filed in 1983 and more than 100.0 percent 
above case filings in 1977. The 1984 rate of filings resulted in 508 new 
filings for each of the 515 judgeships authorized on June 30, 1984. The 
district courts also increased the disposition rate in 1984 as 243,113 
civil cases were terminated. This was nearly 13.0 percent above the 
disposition rate for last year but 18,372 cases short of new case fil- 
ings. As a result, the pending caseload grew by 7.9 percent to 250,292 
cases on June 30, 1984. 


Table 4 
U.S. Distriet Courts 
Civil Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1977 through 1984 


Commenced 

Author- Cases 

ized Per 
Judge- Judge-| Termi- | Pend- 

Year | ships |Number| ship | nated ing 

1977 . 398 130,567 328 | 117,150 | 153,606 
1978 . 399 138,770 348 | 125,914 | 166,462 
1979 . 516 154,666 300 | 143,323 | 177,805 
1980 . 516 168,789 327 | 160,481 | 186,113 
1981 . 516 180,576 350 | 177,975 | 188,714 
1962 . $15 206,193 400 | 189,473 | 205,434 
19863 . $15 241,842 470 | 215,356 | 231,920 
1984 . 515 261,485 508 | 243,113 | 250,292 


The overall 8.1 percent increase in filings this year resulted 
primarily from a 31.1 percent rise in cases involving the U.S. as a 
defendant. U.S. plaintiff cases rose only 8.2 percent after more sub- 
stantial increases in the two previous years. Federal question cases, 
which represent the largest jurisdictional class, rose by 4.7 percent this 
year and numbered more than 92,000 cases. After substantial increases 
in every year since 1978, diversity of citizenship case filings dropped 
1.0 percent this year. These cases, which represent approximately 22.0 
percent of all civil filings numbered 56,856 this year. 


Table 5 
U.S. District Courts 
Civil Cases Filed By Jurisdiction 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1977 through 1984 


U.S. Cases Priv te Cases 


Plain- | Defend-| Ques- | Citizen-| Juris- 
Year Total tiff ant tion ship | diction 


1977 ... | 130,567 | 16,320 23,890 | 57,011 31,678 1,668 
1978 ... | 138,770 | 22,534 24,277 | 59,271 31,625 1,063 
1979 ... | 154,666 | 31,003 24,837 | 63,221 34,491 1,114 
1980 ... | 168,789 | 39,810 23,818 | 64,928 39,315 918 


1981 ... | 180,576 | 37,598 24,247 | 72,514 45,444 773 
1982 ... | 206,193 | 48,868 26,905 | 79,197 50,555 668 
1983 ... | 241,842 | 59,922 35,881 | 87,935 57,421 683 
1984 ... | 261,485 | 64,814 47,053 | 92,062 56,856 700 


Percent Change 
1984 over 
1983 ... 8.1 8.2 31.1 4.7 -1.0 2.5 


There were several major increases in filings for specific civil 
natures of suit in 1984. The most notable increase occurred in Social 
Security filings. The number of these cases filed rose to nearly 30,000 
this year, up by 47.6 percent over the number filed last year. Within 
this nature of suit, claims for disability insurance under Title II of the 
Social Security Act rose by 59.6 percent, from 15 169 case filings last 
year to 1118 this year. Cases filed by the U.S. government to re- 
cover overpayments and enforce judgments rose by 11.8 percent to 
45,925 cases. The large majority of these cases (90.9 percent) involve 
the recovery of overpayments of veterans’ educational benefits. Other 
case types with substantially increased filings were bankruptcy appeals 
to district courts, which rose by 29.8 percent to 4,157 cases; and 
employment civil rights cases which rose by 7.2 percent. 
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Criminal Cases 


Criminal cases filed in the district courts rose by only 2.6 per- 
cent this year after an increase of nearly 10.0 percent in 1983. The 
36,845 criminal case filings in 1984 ted 72 cases for each of 
the 515 authorized on June 30, 1984. Criminal case termi- 
nations also rose sligh year to 35,494, or 4.4 percent above the 
number recorded in 1983. Despite this increase, however, filings still 
exceeded terminations, resul in a 7.3 percent increase in the 
number of cases pending on June 30, 1984. 


The rise in filings this year resulted from increased filings in 
several criminal offense categories. The most notable was a 13.0 
percent increase in prosecutions for violations of the immigration 
laws. Filings related to drug laws were also up substantially this year. 
Overall, prosecutions for drug related violations rose by 11.7 percent 
with a 28.0 percent increase in narcotics cases and a 5.0 percent rise in 
marihuana cases. 


Table 6 
U.S, District Courts 
Criminal Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1977 through 1984 


1981 ...| 516 31,328° 61 | 30,221 | 15,866 
1982 ... 515 32,682° 63 | 31,889 | 16,659 
1983 ...| 515 35,913° 70 | 33,985 | 18,587 
1964 ...| 515 36,845 72 | 35,494 | 19,938 


Petit Jurors 


The total number of jurors serving in district courts rose by 4.2 
percent this year to 667,264. This increase in jurors resulted from a 
5.3 percent rise in the number of jury trial days. The percentage of 
jurors selected for service or continuing service on a trial was the same 
as in 1983 at 64.6 percent. The percentage challenged rose to 16.5 
percent while the jurors who were not selected, serving, or —) = 
accounted for 18.9 percent. The average number of jurors present for 
a day of trial fell to 16.9, the lowest level since the AO resumed 
collection of juror data in 1971. 


Of the 667,264 jurors in service this year, there were 328,642 
present for jury selection and 338,622 returning for service on continu- 
ing trials. There were 10,162 juries selected from those jurors present 
on selection days. The average number present for jury selection was 
32.3, a slight decrease from the 32.4 recorded last year. The percent- 
age of jurors selected was 30.1 percent in 1984, which was identical to 
the percentage recorded last year. Challenged accounted for 
33.5 percent of the total while the remaining 36.4 percent present for 
selection were not selected or challenged. A portion of this percentage 
includes jurors who were called to assure sufficient numbers for 
allowable challenges which were not exercised. 


Table 7 
U.S. District Courts 
National Petit Juror Service 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1980 through 1964 
Service 1980 1961 1962 1983 1984 
— —⏑ 
Overall Juror Service 
Jury Trial Paye................. 32,159 35,596 35,263 37,589 39,580 
Percent Criminal ............... 48.7 44.7 44.2 44.0 42.4 
Percent Civil ................. $1.3 $5.3 55.8 56.0 57.6 
Juror DOYS. ccc cscs ececccesecees 605,547 646,929 631,606 640,577 667,264 
Percent Selected or 
ee eecerccccccccccces 60.9 61.1 61.6 64.6 64.6 
coccccccccece 15.2 15.4 15.6 16.0 16.5 
Percent Not Selected, 
Serving or Challenged* ......... 23.9 23.4 22.8 19.4 18.9 
A Jurors Per Day 
Of Viel...................... 18.8 18.2 17.9 17.0 16.9 
Jury Selection Day 
Jurors Present for Voir Dire ......... - - - $16,621 326,642 
Percent Saleeted............... 30.1 30.1 
Percent Challenged .........+05+ 32.4 33.5 
Percent Not Selected 
Or Qellenged............... - - - 37.4 36.4 
Number of Juries Selected .......... - - - 9,769 10,162 
Average Jurors Present 
TITTTTITTTTTT Th - J J 32.4 32.3 
*includes jurors in travel status. 


Mete: Dashes indicate comparable data not availabie. 
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United States Diets ict Courte 


NOTE: Thirty two peapte ere pictured beceues the average number of jurors present for jury selection in 1084 wee 32.34 


SELECTED OR SERVING * 30.1% 


CHALLENGED ~ 33.5% 


NOT SELECTED, SERVING, OR CHALLENGED = 384%" 


"Dees not inciude thoes jurors reported in trevel stetus. 
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Grand jury activity increased slightly this 
juries and 11,804 sessions convened. num 
session rose to 232,844, or 4.4 percent above the number in session last 


U.8. District Courts 
National Grand Juror Statistics 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1977 through 1984 


There were 344,275 bankruptcy petitions filed during the tw 
month period ended June 30, 1984, a decrease of 8.1 percent from 
374,734 petitions filed during the year ended June 30, 1983. 

ts the first decline in filings since the Bankruptcy Code 
ect on October 1, 1979. 
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While there was an overall decrease in new petitions, modest 
the Ninth Circui saving enpertaneed an tranense of 18,000 unos te 
t an 0 
—— 
the year ended June 30, 1984. The First, Second, Third, Fourth, and 
—— t —y— *+f- — 44—— 

sta 
filings. Collectively, the courts in of these five circuits had 
of more than 15 percent last year. 
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U.S. Bankruptey Courts 
Bankruptey Petitions Filed 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1963 and 1964 
Percent 
Cireuit 19863 1064 | Change 
Totel...... 974,734 344,275) -4.1 
District of 
705 656) -17.5 
Pret .. 0000s 1471 6,061 | -82.4 
Second....... 20,400 16,631) -186.9 
Third... es 4 16 ~20.2 
Pourth.....+. 24,234 20,497 | -15.4 
Pifth . ....... 001 25,025 0 
Sinth ........ $7,748 $0,054 -13.3 
Seventh ...... 45,202 44,331 2.0 
Bighth ....... 22,968 22,220) 40.7 
Ninth... 6666. 05,631 69,608 4.5 
Tenth ...see. 22,102 22,508 2.2 
Eleventh ..... 2,500 30,068); 44 
Petitions Terminated 


The number of bankruptcy petitions terminated continues to 
increase. Terminations rose from 298,715 petitions during the twelve 
month period ended June 30, 1983 to 304,014 during the twelve month 
period ended June 30, 1984. 


Table 10 
US. Courts 
Bankruptcy oe) - F Terminated, 


During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1983 and 1984 


Termi- 
Year Filings | nations Pending 


1983 ..... 374,734 | 298,715 $37,306 
19864 ..... 344,275 | 304,014 $77,567 
Percent 
Change.... 6.1 1.8 7.5 
Petitions Pending 


The number of bankruptcy petitions pending rose by 7.5 percent, 
from 537,306 to 577,567 on June 30, 1984. The percentage increase in 
is 


the number of petitions this year is less than half the rise 
recorded in 1983. number of petitions filed under the old 
Act and still pending continues to drop. Bankruptcy Act 


pending petitions declined from 38,331 on June 30, 1983 to 24,973 one 
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Business Bankruptcies 


For the first time since the 
1979, there was a decline in the num ness bankruptcies 
filed. During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, a total of 
62,170 businesses filed for relief under the a drop of 11.0 percent 


—8 * 69,818 business filings initiated the year ended June 
3 — 


Business filings constituted 18.1 perceni of all bankruptcy 
eae filed during the latest reporting year, down froin 13.6 percent 
1983, but well above the percentages for 1980 through 1982. 


took effect in 


Table 11 
U.S. Bankrupety Courts 
Business and Non-Business Bankruptcies 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1980 through 1964 


Percent Percent 
Total Non- of of 
Year | Filings* Business | Total | Business | Total 
19860 .. | 210,364 182,710 86.9 27 ,654 13.1 
1981 ..| 360,329 312,914 86.8 47,415 13.2 
1982 ..| 367,866 311,443 84.7 $6,423 | 15.3 
1963 .. | 374,734 304,916 81.4 69,818) 18.46 
19864 ..| 344,275 282,105 81.9 62,170 | 18.1 


* The figures shown in 1980 include only 9 months under the 
Code since P.L. 95-598 became effective on October 1, 
1979, three months after the statistical year began. 


Pilings by Chapter 


decline in Chapter 7 fi continued. 
30, 1984, there were 232,991 Chapter 7 petitions filed, or a 
7.3 percent compared to the preceding year. A breakdown 


filed under both Chapter 11 and 
twelve month period ended June 30, 1 
6.1 percent, from 21,206 to 19,913, and Chapter 13 
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1979 ACT .. | 226,476 | 183,259 3,774 39,442 1 
1980 Code... | 210,364 | 157,743 4,473 48,143] 5 
1961 Code... | 360,329 | 265,718 7,827 86,778] 6 
1962 Cote. | 967,066 | 255,005 14,058 96,705) 8 
1963 Code... | 374,734 | 251,319 21,206 102,201 8 
1984 Code.. | 344,275 | 232,981 19,913 91,358; 13 


Note: For purposes of uniformity, case filings in 1979 are 
reported under the new Chapters provided bv the 
Bankruptey Reform Act, i.e., Chapters X, XI, and XI 
under the Act are shown in the aggregate under Chapter 
ee. gen, CU Geen & LENS cream 0 ment enter 


Adversary Proceedings 


Civil actions governed by Part VII of the Bankruptcy Rules and 
commenced by summons and complaint are classified as "adversary 


" While the number of commenced 
had increased steadily since the inception of the tcy Code 
reflected a decline of 59.2 percent during 19 use 


of changes in the new Bankruptcy Rules which became effective on 
August 1, 1983. Under the new Rules, applications seeking relief from 
the automatic stay and applications to avoid liens are now brought on 
by motion and are no longer classified as adversary proceedings under 
Rule 7001. Had these matters been included, the filings would have 
increased by 7.1 percent. 


Additional data on the bankruptcy workload for the twelve 
month period ended June 30, 1984 are provided in Appendix Table F-1. 


Table 13 
U.S. Bankruptcy Courts 
Filed, Terminated, and 
During the Twelve Month Periods 
June 30, 1961 through 1964 
Termi- 
Year Filings nations Pending 
a 
1961 .. 94,632 58,753 58,280 
1962 .. 138,963 93,467 103,776 
1983 . 171,623 128,429 146,970 
1984 . 70,002 97,258 119,714 
(183,769) | (170,054) (189,569) 
Percent 
1984 over -$9.2 -24.3 -18.5 
1963 .. (7.1) (32.4) (8.6) 


Note: The figures provided in parentheses reflect 


stay and motions to avoid liens had 
included from the period from August 
1, 1983 to June 30, 1984. 


14 


//4 


During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, U.S, 
magistrates continued to provide increasing assistance to the district 
courts. The number of matters handled by magistrates increased from 
363,710 last year to 376,168 this year, an increase of 3.4 percent, with 


Potty offenses .....0seseeeeees 9167 17,181 «18 14,906 613,800 14,806 = 11,878 
Petty offenses — — 62,915 68,800 100 00,944 «73,1988 78,088 = 78,188 
Preliminary Proceedings ......... 131,533 106,677 67,631 98,380 06,466 108,450 100,337 
Search Verrente................ 1,338 203 786 6,443 6,170 6 7 
— Verrente................ ices 38 itm 11,634 * sie wan 
Meter Witnemee <scsccccsccscs | 33 8 3225* 
Ball Review ........ceseseeeees * 7973 $488 866698 8666501 
Preliminary Examinetions ......... 34 s«S, 802 906 aan a’ «4400 
Grand Jury Returns .....0ceeeees . ® $31 eet 8 3,062 3,179 3,006 
— 10,790 © 21,708 += 17,812 «16,081 = 21,888 «928,008 = 98,068 
SEY Ghaebescceceveceecscees ° ° 1661 863199) i 
Adéitional Duties .........5565. 33,018 74,676 162,718 191,718 137,088 166,900 176,010 
— —— u 17 19,043 © 28,941 20,398 28,900 
Motions (A) ......sceeseseeees * * 11,203 16,867 17,799 16,901 96,697 
(B) eeeeeeeee 1° - : : : : : , ‘ J “ne 4 38 8 
Pretrial Conferences ........... $279 64,707) 3,483,888, 3,889 2,080 
Calendar Calls ........0seseeee ⸗ J —2* — 708 548 
SEED Gecseeccecescesccecees ee, en.) ne) ee, ee —2 
BR seasnnnnnnng se eeeeee eee 15,506 48,175 «71,407 «= 01,687 «= 04,904 «117,711 181,089 
Pretrial Conferences ........... 7,168 22,767 22,591 23,108 28,914 33,207 
UA) ss evesessseseseees 1 11,687 * 43,001 — are rae 
(Bvidentiery Hearings) ........ . . (928) (1,001) 
Social Seourity............0005 334 “9 3 101 1 
Special, Meserchipe seceeeecoees Oe “es — ar a} 
Calender Calls ......0.0.seeees ⸗ 876 812 s«1,174 912 967 
EE Gonstecccececscececees ca a | 7,188 = 7,861 
Uuetien.............. 796 is 1 14,017 16,861 16,843 18,187 
State habeas 2... 6. eee eee eee “ne 38 caret nC $,633 38 
* RADON... ee cece eee cues : 1009 1,796 1,084 2,113 im bs 
Cividetiry Hearing! 222202 | eM GT) aie) G00) d00 
Civ Comment Cases .......5055. ° ° ° 1,933 2,452 3,127 3,546 
Without Trial ................. J 1,687 22227 Ss 2,097 
—— cee secceceeeeces ° 328 139 181 262 307 308 
Non-Jury Tiel................. ° ® 458 430 563 $83 544 
° Not reported. 
: Not inchuted A totals. 
Includes both jury end now-jury trials. 
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The number of persons received for supervision —ñ— 
transfers) by the Federal Probation System increased moderately in 
1984. The 34,582 persons received was 2.4 percent above the 33,784 
received in 1983. The number of persons removed from supervision fell 

3.2 percent to 31,134, its lowest level since 1974. As a result of the 
level of persons received and the substantially lower level of 
persons removed, the number of persons under supervision on June 30, 
1984 grew to 62,996, an increase of 4.7 percent over the number under 
supervision one year earlier. 


Table 15 
Persons Received, Removed and Under Supervision 
in the Federal Probation System 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1977 through 1984 


Received Removed 
Persons 
Total Total | Under 
Less Less | Super- 
Trans Trans- | vision 


Year Total fers | Total fers | June 30 


1977 ... | 44,529 35,098 | 44,348 34,979 | 64,427 
1978 ... | 43,060 34,808 | 42,339 34,102 | 66,681 
1979 ... | 41,863 33,839) 44,049 35,852 | 66,087 
1980 ... | 39,040  31,410/41,964 34,318 | 64,450 


1981 ... | 36,723 29,575 | 43,550 36,550 59,016 
1962 ... | 38,773 31,531 | 39,678 32,439 | 58,373 
1983 ... | 41,019 33,784/ 39,177 32,151 60,180 
1984 ... | 42,456  34,582/| 38,811 31,134 | 62,996 


1983 ... 3.5 24; 0.9 3.2 4.7 


Persons received for supervision from court and magistrate 
imposeu probation accounted for nearly two-thirds of the total re- 
ceived. The number received from court imposed probation increased 
slightly while the number received from magistrate imposed probation 
increased 4.1 percent. The number of persons received on parole, 
which accounted for 18.1 percent of the total, increased by 
approximately 6.0 percent. 


, Me 


United States District Courte 


PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION 
OF THE FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
BY TYPE OF SUPERVISION 


Ou JUNE 90, 1006 


Total Number of Persons Under Superviewnn: 62,986 
r FROM INSTITUTION 1 FROM COURT = 


Military Parole (0.5%) ——⏑⏑ 
XXXXX——— * 


Magistrate Probetion (15.0%) 


Dees not edd up to 100.0% due to rounding. 


Table 16 


Federal Probation System 
Persons Received for Supervision 
(Excluding Transfers) 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1983 and 1984 
1983 1984 
Type of Num- | Per- Num- | Per- 
Supervision ber | cent ber | cent 


Total Cases .. ccc ccccccccece 33,784 100.0 34,582 100.0 


Probation, District Court .........- | 14,588 43.2 | 14,634 42.3 
Probation, U.S. Magistrate ........ | 7,280 215 | 7,582 219 
Pretrial Diversion @eeeeoeeeeeveeeee1ee?e 2,170 6.4 2,175 6.3 
rT rTrrrrrrerrrerire 5 ,899 17.5 6,250 18.1 
Mandatory Release........e+++++ | 2,016 6.0 | 2,192 6.3 
Military Parole.....ssscceccvees 276 08 231 0.7 
Special Parole @eeeeeoeaevoeaoeveeaeeeeee? 1,555 48 1,518 4A 


The overall increase of 4.7 percent in the number of persons 
under supervision resulted primarily from increases of 5.4 percent in 
district court probationers and 6.6 percent in U.S. magistrate proba- 
tioners. Persons under supervision from pretrial diversion, parole, 
mandatory release, and special parole also increased in 1984. The 
number of persons serving military parole terms declined by nearly 18.0 
percent but accounted for a numerical decrease of only 73 persons. 


Table 17 
Federal Probation System 
Persons Under Supervision On June 30, 1983 and 1984 
Under 
Supervision 
Type of Percent 
Supervision 1983 1984 | Change 


Total. wc ccc ccccccsesecessese 60,180 62,996 4.7 


Probation, District Courts.......... 33,502 35,306 5.4 
Probation, U.S. Magistrates......... 8,887 9,474 6.6 
Pretrial Diversion................ 2,245 2,289 2.0 
Parole ..ccccccccccsccccccccces 11,159 11,411 2.3 
Mandatory Release .......cceeeeee 1,141 1,190 4.3 
Military Parole. ....ccccccccecees 413 340 -17.7 
Special Parole................. 2,833 2,986 5.4 
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In 1980 the AO, at the direction of the Judicial Conference, 
initiated a work measurement study to re-evaluate the formula used to 
staff probation offices. This action was based on the recognition that a 
number of icant changes had affected the work responsibilities of 


probation 


The work measurement study of probation offices was com- 
pleted in June 1981. This study developed a staffing ratio based on the 
number of offenders ...~-:rvised and the level of required 
(high activity/low act it). The level of supervision is determined by a 
system of classifying © .s using prediction devices and accompanying 
guideliner that were initiated in 1980. 


The staffing ratio also takes into account the number of pre- 
sentence, postsentence, coi’ <teral and violation reports completed; and 
the number of clients receiving drug aftercare services. In addition, 
the staffing ratio considers requirements for clerical support, manage- 
ment support, and miles traveled while on official business. The staf- 
fing ratios shown in Table 18 represent the staffing requirements based 
on data for the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984. 


Table 18 
Federal Probation System 
Work load of Federal Probation Officers 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended 
June 30, 1984 


r if 


Investigative Reports 


The Federal Probation System prepared 136,377 investigative 
reports in 1984, an increase of 10,764 over the number prepared in the 
previous year. Nearly all o! the overall 8.6 percent increase in investi- 
gations resulted from a 15°.9 percent increase in bail investigations. 
This substantial rise (from 5,321 in 1983 to 13,829 ir 1984) can be 
attributed to the expansion of pretrial services from tie original ten 
demonstration districts into all districts. Presentence investigations 
rose only 1.4 percent this year but with 30,745 reports still represented 
the largest type of investigation. Collateral investigations for another 
district decreased slightly \-0.3 percent) but still accounted for over 
23,000 reports. Table 19 provides data on the number of investigative 
reports for 1983 ani 1984 by report type. 


Table 19 
Investigative Reports by Probation Officers 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1983 and 1984 


Type of Investigation 1983 


0 rrr rrrr rrr 125,613 136,377 


Presentence Investigation ........... 30,323 30,745 1.4 
Collateral Investigation for 
another district e*eeeeeeeaeeeeeeeee 23,135 23,057 -0.3 
Preliminary Investigation to 
assist U.S. Attorney ............. 2,121 2,375 12.0 
Postsentence Investigation for 
Institution ....cccccccccececees 1,237 1,347 8.9 
Pretransfer Investigation 
(Probation and Parole) ..........+. 7,689 7,881 2.5 
Violation In tion 
( tion and Parole e*eeeeeeeeee 12,436 12,585 1.2 
Prerelease Investigation for a 
Federal or Military 
Institution ....ccsccsccccsecces 6,958 7,292 4.8 
Special Investigation regarding a : 
in confinement .......... 5,961 6,605; 10.8 


Institutions eeeeoeaceaoeaeeeeeeeeeeee 5,734 5,350 6.7 
Parole Supervision Reports .......... 21,859 22,412 2.5 
Parole Revocation Hearing 

Reports...................... 1,017 1,206 -§.8 
PPT TTTTTTTTTrTrTririrre 5,321 13,829 159.9 
Collateral Bail ......cceccecsecees 922 1,093 18.6 


JUDICIAL ADMINISTRATION 
STATISTICAL ANALYSIS AND REPORTS DIVISION 


During the year the Division continued its responsibilities for 
maintaining, improving, and reporting statistical data on the workload 
of the Federal courts as prescribed by statute, the Judicial Conference, 
and the Director. The Division also assisted the Subcommittee on 
Judicial Statistics of the Judicial Conference Committee on Court 
Administration. The larger part of this activity included the 1984 
Biennial Judgeship Survey which provides recommendations for addi- 
tional judgeships to the Committee for approval by the Judicial 
Conference, and transmission to the Congress. 


Reporting revisions, visits to courts, program enhancements, and 
a new publication were all part of the work of the Division for the year 
ended June 30, 1984. These and other activities are described below. 


Revision of Reporting Forms and instructions 


The appellate reporting program was revised in coordination 
with the Conference of Chief Judges' Task Force on Circuit 
Statistics. The revision of both the instructions and the JS-34 Form 
will be effective July 1, 1984. 


An in-depth analysis of the civil statistical system was com- 
pleted and recommendations for changes to the reporting forms and 
instructions are under review. This continues the Division's program of 
reviewing and evaluating each of the statistical systems. Suggestions 
by judges and clerks of court about the reporting programs have 
resulted in enhancements listed below. 


Civil Form JS-9B, a summary report form for transmittal of 
monthly reports, was eliminated so that the clerk of court no longer 
reports orders requiring or dispensing with the filing of discovery 
materials pursuant to Rule 5(d) (F.R.Cv.P.). 


It was determined that certain data on the level of involvement 
of U.S. magistrates in the proceedings of a case were not readily 
available to court personnel completing the closing JS-6 civil report 
Forms. The requirement for this information was suspended on 
October 7, 1983 at the direction of the Magistrates Division with the 
concurrence of the Assistant Director, Program Management. 


The Division, in coordination with the Systems Services Division 
and the Bankruptcy Division assisted in the revision of forms used for 
the automated noticing project and the revised bankruptcy docket 
package. These efforts are aimed at reducing the clerical workload for 
the clerks of bankruptcy courts. This process should be completed next 


year. 
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W with the Committee on the Operation of the Jury 
System, SARD revised the reporting instructions for completing the 
Monthly Petit Juror Usage Form to include numerous changes on the 
J8-11 Form, 


Quality Control 


In addition to the computer edits used by each of the statistical 
programs, data analysts are continuously alerted to the various report- 
* changes. Quality control is also performed to ensure completeness 

of forms and data entry, generally. Further, by using 

techniques it is possible to determine if the data are meeting 
expectations. For example, statistics for several districts were exam- 
ined to determine if diversity of citizenship statistics were 


representative. 
Training and Visits to Courts 


SARD conducted a training seminar for the statistical deputie: 
in the courts of appeals on the revisions to the statistical system. The 
staff also conducted a training seminar jointly with the SSD Court 
Systems Branch for representatives of the courts currently generating 
criminal statistics from the Courtran System. SARD also headed a 
comprehensive two day tr program for the staff from the proba- 
tion and pretrial services offices of 41 courts which are initiating 
DECMATE I terminal communication with the computers in the 
Systems Services Division. These terminals are used to provide statis- 
tical data for the Federal Probation Sentencing and Supervision 
Information System (FPSSIS) and the Pretrial Services Agency reports. 


During the year, several district courts were visited in connec- 
tion with improving statistical reporting. These courts provided insight 
into how the data are collected, thereby giving SARD staff invaluable 
assistance. The Division staff also continued to visit clerks of courts 
4 appeals, @ program stressed by the Subcommittee on Judicial 

cs. 


Enhanced Probation Reporting System 


In addition to the data collected by the Federal Probation 
System on persons received for supervision, the Federal Probation 
Sentencing and Supervision Information System (FPSSIS) will provide 

defendant characteristics and identification, circumstances 
of the offense and sentencing factors, information on sentences im- 
posed, and amendments per Rule 35 (F.R.Cr.P.). This information is in 
addition to what is already available in the probation statistical report- 
ing system. FPSSIS represents an increase of over 200 percent in the 
amount of data collected for the use of judges, probation officers, and 
the Division of Probation. At the close of the year, proposed reporting 
formats were being developed for use in the coming year. 


JRL. 


On January 16, 1984, the responsibility for entering data for 
Pretrial Services was transferred from the Division of Probation to this 
Division. Because of space limitations, the physical transfer 
personnel and equipment will be delayed until October 1984, 


In April 1984, several probation offices began to provide FPSSIS 
data directly to the AO over telephone lines. 


By late next year, as much as 60 percent of the Criminal FPSSB 
and PSA statistical reports will be prepared on court ated termi- 
nals, thereby reducing the need for additional AO to handle the 
increasing probation end PSA statistical input workload now underway 
in the district courts. Personnel now providing input will become 
involved in quality control of data entered by court personnel. 


New Technology for Collecting Statistics 


The Appellate Information Management System (AIMS) gener- 
ates statistical reports for three courts of appeals. The data required 
by the AO is transferred from AIMS to a computer tape which is then 
pengees Gy Caer Sap mae S 9 stp Se on ae 
developed by the FJ ie epee © automatically 
generate the basic statistical reports for all of the courts of appeals. 


Among the 94 district courts, there are 11 courts providing 
Courtran criminal statistical reports by computer tape. 


Many Probation and PSA offices have a DECMATE II which can 
be used as a word processor, and also as a computer terminal to trans- 
mit data to the central statistical system at the AO. These terminals 


oe 0 Ginees Eereee & Ge webestin oe EEE © Gate 
to more localized computer capacity in the district courts. 


* 


The following chart details the extent of computer technology in 
the district and bankruptcy courts and the transmission of statistics to 


Federal courts, the table represents only those courts where an 
automated statistical reporting program is in use. 


Word Processing 


The Division has increased its word processing capacity to 
include five word processors and four printers. These are 
used by the secretarial staff and the Editor; however, the professional 
staff has received basic training and is completing drafts on the word 
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The Joint Development Planning Committee recommended, and 
the Directors of the AO and the FJC approved, a plan for accomplish- 
ing the goals of the Five Year Plan for Automation in the U.S. Courts. 
The Subcommittee on Judicial Administration, which has automation 


oversight responsibilities, reviewed the plan during its June meeting. 


UNIX was adopted as the judiciary's standard operating system 
for microcomputers. This means that we will have a much greater 
latitude in the selection of hardware for the courts, and we will not 


become dependent on one supplier. 
Court Systems Branch 


Activities Completed 


- The first procurement of UNIX-based microcomputers was com- 
pleted in March with a contract award to Four-Phase Systems, 
Inc. These computers are designed to be placed in the courts to 
support the functions of financial, jury, and non-docketing case 
management, as well as a number of administrative support sys- 
tems such as local inventory, personnel, and attorney roll. De- 
livery of three initial systems to the AO and the FJC was made in 
early May. 


- Development of an Index store-and-forward data collection func- 
tion for eight bankruptcy courts was completed. The system 
ng on a Xerox 820 microcomputer located in the clerks' 


- Development of a totally decentralized Central Violations Bureau 
(CVB) system was completed and installed in two consolidated 
sites. The system operates on the older Datapoint equipment 
which was ded to accommodate the decentralized functions. 
Operation of this system established the basis for the current 
effort to develop a UNIX-based version. The latter will be consis- 
tent with the judiciary's policy of using UNIX systems in the 
courts. 


- Expansion of Courtran was severely restricted during the year 
because our DEC 10 computers were operating at a saturation 
level. Courtran User Group meetings were held for those courts 
using the Appellate Information Management System (AIMS), the 
Criminal System, the Central Violations Bureau System (CVB), the 
a Trial Accounting and Reporting System (STARS), and Index 

Branch staff continued to train court personnel and 
develop 7 enhancements in order to improve the quality of 
automation in the courts. 
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Activities Undertaken and Still in Progress 


As a result of the Joint Development Planning Committee 
recommendations, approved by the Directors of the AO and FJC, the 
Branch will undertake the following decentralized automation projects: 


- STARS/Index Replacement System. The objective of this sys- 
tem is to provide a court-located replacement for courts using 
the Courtran, STARS, and Index Systems and those using the 
Xerox 820 Case Information System. The system will provide a 
non-docketing case management function for civil and criminal 
cases as well as a mechanism to allow automated reporting of 
JS-2, 3, 5, and 6 data to the AO. 


- Financial/Jury Systems. The objectives of the financial system 
ere to automate the financial management and accounting 
functions now performed manually within the district courts, 
and to provide for automated reporting to the AO Financial 
Management System. The financial pro has been underway 
since the summer of 1983. The jury system will provide automa- 
tion support to the district court clerk's office, such as selecting 

of jurors and providing for their payment. Since the func- 

these two systems are closely related, the system 
will be consolidated with finance into a single project following 
pilot testing. 


- Courtran Criminal Replacement System. The objective of this 
eciort is to convert the functions of the full-docketing criminal 


The District Court Financial Management system will be com- 
pleted and tested in three pilot courts in September and October of this 
year. Following a successful test, the system will be expanded to 
additional court locations at a projected rate of ten courts per year. 


Programming of the new UNIX-based CVB system is nearly 

completed. Following an operational test set for San Antonio for 

tember, the m will be installed in the rem seven 
conaolidatsd CVB ications — 


Activities Planned for Next Year 


We will begin preparation of a request for proposals for large 
computers for the large metropolitan courts and the appellate 
This hardware will first be used in the appellate courts to 
operation of the full electronic docketing New AIMS system being 
developed by the FJC. The FJC plans to transfer New AIMS to the AO 


for propagation to expansion courts in late spring of 1985. 


We will begin to develop a replacement system for Criminal 
Courtran. This project is scheduled to begin in the fall of 1984. We 
will develop functional specifications and the computer programs and 
then begin pilot testing in late 1986. 


In addition to continuing support for the Courtran systems and 
developing decentralized systems for court operation, our efforts will 
be directed toward installation of application systems in the courts. 


Office Systems Branch 
Activities Completed 
- A st was completed of the telephone needs of the Supreme 
Court for the purpose of determining the feasibility of a 
new telephone system (PABX) for the court. As a result of the 
study, a request for proposals (RFP) was proposals were 
a a Saas & 6 oe oe the week of 


- An RFP was developed for the purpose of procuring a PABX for the 
AO to be installed concurrent with a move to a new building. 


Proposals were solicited and evaluated. An award was not made, 
however, because the move to the new building was cancelled. 


- Studies of the telephone requirements of all court components 
located in Federal court facilities in Denver, CO, and Baltimore, 
MD were completed. As a result of the studies it was recom- 


equipment, systems, and services in the courts. New 


clerks' 
formula. tion of the measurement data 
-~ - A. of m- formula(s) will be the result 
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The Branch completed on-site systems studies in three U.S. courts 
of appeals and in three U.S. district court clerks’ offices, as 
follows: Fifth Circuit; Seventh Circuit; Eighth Circuit; Michigan, 
Eastern; Illinois, Northern; and New York, Southern. 


- The Branch processed 671 requests for word processing equipment, 
2 requests for copier equipment purchases, 23 requests for mail 
handling equipment, 44 ts for micrographics equipment, and 

1 request for mechanized f ait: 


- Plans were implemented to upgrade word processing systems for 
judges' chambers, to improve equipment capabilities, and to 
continue evaluation of the courts’ automation needs. 


- A work measurement study of the U.S. Probation Offices was 
completed in Ohio, Northern; Michigan, Eastern; and Connecticut. 
The purpose of this study was to determine the impact of a 
Probation Information Management System (PIMS) on the probation 
offices, by measurement of the pilot office and comparable, but 
manual offices, prior to implementation of an automated system. 
Plans call for additional measurement after PIMS has been imple- 
mented. Results of the studies will be provided to the Joint 

ent Planning Committee as a decision tool for future 


Developm 
expansion of PIMS. 


- The Branch completed implementation of a point-to-point elec- 
tronic mail system in five circuits that acquired compatible word 


processing systems. 
Activities Undertaken and Still Underway 


- The Branch completed a 90-day test of a facsimile network linking 
four circuit courts of appeals with the Supreme Court. As a result 
of a successful test, arrangements were made for the installation 
of facsimile transceivers in the remaining circuit courts and in the 
AO. 


- A study of the telephone requirements was completed for all court 
components scheduled to be located in the same new building in 


Madison, WI, for the purpose of determining the feasibility of 
sp - ew bw 4 we + — 14 As a result of 

the study, an RFP was developed, proposals solicited, and 
evaluated. An award is to be made early in July 1984. 


- A study was completed of the office automation needs of the Ninth 
and Tenth Circuit Courts of Appeals for the of determining 


- The Branch began making arrangements for tlie procurement of a 
central computer for the Third Circuit Court of Appeals. This 
computer will be used to enhance the word processing capability 
already implemented throughout the circuit by providing users with 
integrated office automation functionality such as electronic mail, 
personal appointment scheduling, tickler systems, etc. This system 
is to supplant the Circuit's existing electronic mail system that is 
operating on the centralized DEC 10 computers. Preliminary 
mee were held with the Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals to 
determine the feasibility of procuring an integrated office auto- 
mation system for the court. The Branch also began the develop- 
ment of a Five Year Telecommunications Plan for the Federal 


Judiciary. 


- Studies of the telephone needs of court locations in Tallahassee, FL 
and Sacramento, CA were initiated to determine the feasibility of 
procuring new telephone systems for these court locations. 


- A work measurement update of the staffing formula was started 
for clerk's offices of the U.S. bankruptcy courts. On-site mea- 
surement is complete. The computation/analysis of data is sched- 
uled to be completed in August 1984. A report of the study results 
will be offered for review by the Judicial Conference in September 
1984, 


- An evaluation of the Xerox 820-1 equipment system and applica- 
tions within the clerk's offices of 22 bankruptcy courts will help 
determine the overall effectiveness of the Noticing, Docketing, 
and Indexing System (NDIS). 


- The Branch began acquisition of integrated office automation 
systems for two large/medium size district courts (Michigan, 
ee SS Sy, SSS Set Ware 0 Cae & Dye 

one 


Activities Planned for Next Year 


- Implementation of a telephone systems acquisition plan for the 
Federal judiciary will be initiated. In this regard, feasibility stud- 
ies are scheduled to be conducted in the following 16 court 
locations: Miami, FL; NM; Boise, ID; Columbus, OH; 
St. Louis, MO; Portland, OR; Diego, CA; Jacksonville, FL; 
Newark, NJ; Washington, DC; Richmond, VA; Pittsburgh, PA; 
Dallas, TX; Charleston, WV; Wilmington, DE; and Houston, TX. 


- Arrangements are being made for the procurement of electronic 
mail software for the Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals. This 
software will be used to enhance the word processing capability 
already implemented throughout the circuit by providing users with 
integrated office automation functionality. 
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The Branch will complete the development of a new staffing for- 
mula for the bankruptcy clerks' offices from data obtained during 
the work measurement study update. 


- The evaluation of the Xerox 820-I1 equipment system in the 
bankruptcy courts will be completed. 


- The automated systems for Michigan, Eastern and Illinois, Northern 
District Courts will be implemented. 


- The Branch will conduct a work measurement study of pretrial 
services activities to determine a means for projecting staffing 
requirements at varying workload volumes. The study will begin 
July 1984 and is scheduled for completion in February 1985. 


- A work measurement study will also begin in the clerks’ offices in 
the appellate courts for the purpose of developing a staffing for- 
mula. The study is scheduled to begin in February 1985 unless it is 


superceded by higher priority work. 


- Eight on-site management assistance studies within the circuit, 
district, and bankruptcy courts will be conducted. 


- The Branch will also begin feasibility studies for an integrated 
office automation system in three large/medium sized district 
courts where there are concentrations of judges. 


- Routine evaluations will continue for requested equipment items 


for word processing/personal computer systems, micrographics, 
optical character readers, video recording, copy, and mail handling. 


- The Branch will conduct an evaluation of the applications, cost 
effectiveness, and productivity advantages obtained through the 


= of office systems placed in the Ninth Circuit's staff attorneys’ 
ce. 


AO Systems Branch 
Activities Completed 
- The development of the Federal Probation Sentencing and 
Supervision Information (FPSSIS) and Pretrial Services Agency 
Systems was completed and both systems were installed. 


- The Bankruptcy Automated Noticing System (BANS) was extended 
and is now installed in 9 bankruptcy courts (a total of 26 offices). 
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- During 1984 we have grown considerably in our servicing capabil- 
ity. The BANS and FPSSIS applications are complex systems using 
extensive telecommunication, real-time, and batch 
services. We have acquired these systems in addition to the exist- 
ing statistical and business systems for which we were already 
responsible. We also changed to a much more complicated operat- 
ing system. We have absorbed this workload and intend to absorb 
more during 1985 without additional personnel resources. 


Activities Undertaken and Still in Progress 


- Development of the Organization/Personnel Database System 
(OPDS) continues after many delays due to higher priority require- 
ments for the payroll system currently being used. Implementation 
is now scheduled for the first and second quarters of fiscal year 
1985. 


- Printing of INDEX reports is being transferred to the Xerox 9700 
laser printing for improved . 


- A consolidated treasury check issue system which interfaces with 
other currently used financial systems is under development and 
scheduled for implementation in August 1984. 


- A system to automate labels and to do inventory tracking at the 
AO's Forestville, Maryland installation is under development and 
scheduled for completion in fiscal year 1985. 


- EEO reports are in the process of being changed. These 
modifications are expected to be completed in August 1984. 


Activities Planned for Next Year 


- BANS will be extended to 7 additional courts for a total of 16 
courts encompassing 43 offices. 


- OPDS will be implemented. We are giving a high priority to this 
system because the judiciary is currently hamper7d by the lack of 
an automated personnel system and by the use of a payroll syste :~ 
which operates using old heavily patched programs. The comple « - 
ity of our current automated payroll system and its resistance 1): 


— are the major causes in delay of other systems development 
w 


- 7? ..\oment of a new Financial Management Database System will 
“. -.. ‘? possible, we will acquire major portions of this system as 
«> >: fammed software which can be modified to suit the needs 
of ti judiciary. System implementation is planned for the last 
quarter of fiscal year 1986. The AO's financial applications must 
be removed from the DEC 10 computers. 
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Combined Operations Branch 


Activities Completed 


- Syste capacity was increased significantly at the Vermont 
Avenue computer center to handle the large increase in workload 
primarily imposed by the BANS. A third computer system, an NAS 
6620, was purchased, installed, and upgraded to a model 6650; disk 
and tape subsystems were upgraded and increased to as much 
capacity as can be accommodated in the computer room; a power 
distribution system was obtained to simplify the provision of power 
to the new equipment; and two more computer operators were 
added to the shift schedule. 


- The Xerox 9700 laser printing system, originally installed for 
printing and distributing bankruptcy notices at the Forestville 
facility, was moved to the Vermont Avenue computer room in 
order to allow on-line printing from the BANS computers and also 
to allow its use in printing the large monthly reports from 
Courtran INDEX system. The four personnel assigned to the 
were transferred and integrated into the computer opera 


organization. 


- Considerable progress was made in extending the life of 
DECsystem-10 computer equipment to allow it to handle 
Courtran systems while decentralized systems are being developed 
and made operational in the courts. New semi-conductor memory 
units were purchased and installed on all three systems to replace 
the old core memory units; two of the systems were moved and 
reconfigured for improved use of space; an improved operating 
system was installed; an automated network processor was instal- 
led and tested to improve local communications within the 
DECsystem-10 network; a performance monitoring package was 
installed and used to analyze and improve the performance of 
applications software; and much of the older cabling was replaced 
with flexible cables to allow easier movement of equipment. 


- The Branch developed, tested, and implemented a telecommunica- 
tions interface between the Xerox 820-II microcomputers in the 
field and the DECsystem-10 computers for use in allowing certain 
courts to collect information for the INDEX program and forward 
this at night to the central computers via auto-dial-out modems. 
This effort required substantial modifications to the DECsystem-10 
and the 820-1 software by the DECsystem-10 systems program- 
— who also assisted in training the court personnel in the use of 

system. 


- Support was provided to the Court Systems Branch and the FJC in 
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- A new section, the Equipment and Technical Services Section, was 
established within the ch to take over the site surveys and 
installations of the new UNIX-based distributed computer systems 
in the courts as well as to handle many of the technical tasks 
previously done by other sections within the Branch, including 
writing purchase orders and monitoring invoices for goods and 
services required by the Division; ting in the planning of 
changes to our central computer rooms; and handling the more 
time-consuming trouble calls previously handled by the User 
Services Section concerning equipment and communications. There 
are now three persons assigned to this Section. Presently, this 
Section is writing in excess of 400 purchase orders and approving 
and forwarding more than 4500 invoices for payment annually. 


Activities Undertaken and Still in Progress 


- We are working with the Space and Facilities Branch in acquiring 
additional space at 17th Street to house additional personnel for 
this Branch and the Court Systems Branch. When the additional 
space is assigned, we will work to have appropriate power and 
telecommunications facilities installed and make other changes to 
integrate this space with our present space. 


The Xerox 9700 production space needs to be increased in order to 
facilitate increases in production as we add the INDEX reports and 
the increase in production due to the addition of more bankruptcy 
courts. We will try to acquire the space adjacent to the computer 
room and expand our operation into this space as soon as possible. 


Seven additional newer-technology disk drives have been ordered 
for replacement of older disk drives on the DECsystem-10 at 17th 
Street. These will be installed and this computer room reorganized 
to provide more space for installation of UNIX-based 
microcomputer systems to be used for development and training. 


A network processing system which has been in pilot test at the 
Courthouse computer center is being expanded into a system which 
will allow all terminals connected to our present DECsystem-10 
network to access all of the DECsystem-10 computers as well as 
many of the new UNIX-based systems. This system, planned for 
implementation in late summer, will also allow us to utilize a 
standard communications protocol used by various telecommunica- 
tions vendors. This will connect us to Tymnet and other competi- 
tive vendors via one line rather than having to have one or more of 
their minicomputer nodes in our computer rooms. Much work is 
being expended by systems mmers and other Branch 
personnel in working out the details for this system. 
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personnel are spending much time in getting the UNIX- 

ms up and operational. We are acting as systems 
administrators for the local systems; our systems programmers are 
working with the vendors in ensuring that all of the systems soft- 
ware works properly, including the communications interfaces; the 
technical services personnel are the hardware as 
; we 


The three personnel of the User Services Section are answering 
more than 8,000 phone calls annually concerning all areas of auto- 
mated system operations. The amount of calls is expected to 
increase significantly as we continue to implement more new 
systems in the courts. In addition, these personnel have been and 
continue to be busy revising user manuals for applications in the 
courts; handling the distribution, assistance in installation, and 
of problems with terminals and modems 
liaison with Tymnet, GSA, and many 
phone companies to support data communications to anc 
courts; learning the UNIX m as well as other new syste 
being implemented; and performing site surveys in the 
preperation for installation of the ibuted systems. 


Activities Planned for Next Year 


applications now run on these machines. 


It is expected that we will begin installing at least two of the new 
UNIX-based computer systems in the courts each 

1985, which, along with all of the other tasks assigned, will 

a very heavy work and travel schedule by Equipment and 

Services Section and User Services Section personnel. 
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- The additional work involved in securing space and making required 
of new circuit and district judges caused expansion in court 


renovations/alterations following passage of the 
{gt has not abated. This is due in part to the fac 


Sub-leasing judiciary controlled space to other government agen- 
cies allows the judiciary to retain control of space for future use; 
increase the utilization rate; collect a payment or fee while 
retaining control of the facility; and save money. 


We are now m recommendations to the courts for designing 
systems used in the courtrooms. This service 


equipment, 3,033 requests for equipment maintenance, 2,360 
requests for supplies, and 1,757 requests for miscellaneous ser- 
vices. Through the provision of alternative equipment and as a 
result of changes in equipment maintenance policy, the Supplies 
and Equipment Section saved $594,753. 


The Contracting Section has issued 742 contracts during the last 
year: 272 for court reporting services; 256 for drug aftercare 
services; and 214 for a variety of supplies and services. 


We are looking into the feasibility of using drug aftercare 
— = with options to extend for one or two twelve month 
per 


The Contracting Section has successfully accomplished a telephone 
system procurement action for the Supreme Court. Assistance was 
provided to the Network Communications Section in the develop- 
ment of a competent statement of work; coordination was made 
with GSA advisors and the Assistant General Counsel in the devel- 
opment of special and general provisions and clauses mandated by 
law; a solicitation document was issued, negotiations were held, 
evaluations were made, and a recommendation for award made. 


In the field of automatic data processing equipment and services, 
the Contracting Section completed the following procurements: 
Office Automation Systems for Word Processing and Electronic 
Mail for the Ninth and Tenth Circuits; a data input, forward and 
store system and state-of-art laser printer for 16 bankruptcy court 
locations; a procurement for DECsystem-10 memory 
replacement for the AO; and a mini-computer system (SAMCAP) 
for 95 small and medium court locations. 


The Lawbook Section has processed 5,008 lawbook requisitions, 

5,726 purchase orders. Additionally, 1,753 letters from 
the transfer or cancellation of subscrip- 

tions has been processed. The Section reduced by 83 percent the 

total lawbook requisition and correspondence 

existed on June 30, 1983. This was accomplished 

Section's receiving any additional personnel. 

lawbooks within judiciary, 

denying 

ved. 
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- Significant progress was made in cleaning up the AO's automated 
records covering judiciary lawbook subecriptions, Staff members 
researched and removed the majority of computer coding errors. 
This corrective action will have a lasting benefit because these 
records are used in the preparation of large bulk purchase orders 
covering the renewal of all existing lawbook subscriptions. 


- The Excess Lawbook Disposal Program procedures were submitted 
to the Judicial Conference Subcommittee on Judicial 
Improvements in May 1984 for review and approval. 


- Lawbook budgetary information and property inventory files are 
now automatically updated using an IBM/System 34 computer. 
Subscription renewal information is now automatically "captured" 
and retained by the computer as purchase orders are produced. 
New program upgrades permit supervisors to more efficiently 
review and approve purchase order work which has been done on 
the computer. 


- A revised records disposition schedule for bankruptcy records was 
submitted to the Judicial Conference which approved it at its 
March 1984 session. It was then transmitted to the National 
Archives and Records Service. Once approved by the Archivist, 
this revised schedule will be issued to the courts. 


- The AO acquired a Xerox 9700 laser printer and a Kerns Inserter to 


support the bankruptcy noticing function. Approximately 55,000 
bankruptcy notices for six courts are processed each week. 


- After completing a feasibility study which showed that presorting 
bankruptcy notices by zip codes was cost effective, a contract to 
presort all notices created by the AO was consummated. By year's 
end, an average of $1,300 was being saved monthly. When the 
noticing function is fully operational (14 courts/11 million notices), 
an annual savings of $80,000 can be expected. 


- We requested and obtained from the Chairman, Joint Committee 
on Printing, an extension of a waiver to procure the printing of slip 
opinions from commercial sources. 


- By purchasing a 701 Perfector Press we were able to reduce our 
inventory of presses by one and reprogram a position from the 
Printing Unit to the Distribution Unit. 


- We developed a CVB training pamphlet which describes how viola- 
tion notices are to be completed. This pamphlet has been made 
available to issuing agencies as a training aid for law enforcement 
officers who complete the violation notices. 


- The printing management activity processed 6,103 requests for 
printing services, 454 requests for authorization for local printing, 
and 884 requests for graphic services. 
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The Printing and Distribution Facility produced 19,000,000 printed 
units; mailed 1,800,000 envelopes containing 3,000,000 publica- 
tions; shipped 31,500 boxes containing forms and supplies; printed 
and distributed 180 opinions for the Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit; and streamlined ordering procedures for diaries 
which will result in an annual savings of $33,000. 


We completed 58 transmittals of information for insertion in the 
Guide to Judiciary Policies and Procedures and continued to assist 
AO staff in preparing material for issuance in the Guide. 


We provided records disposition assistance on 600 occasions to 
members of the Federal Judiciary and completed and submitted the 
report of Annual Summary of Records Holdings to the National 
Archives and Records Service. 


The present mail address listing for the Judiciary was converted to 
a nine-digit zip code. This ZIP + 4 code will provide the Judiciary 
with a postage discount for bulk mailings. 


With regard to the forms management program: 95 new forms 
were designed, 226 existing forms were revised, 471 forms were 
reviewed and reprinted, and 78 forms were cancelled; technical 
assistance was provided to the courts in designing and/or printing 
783 local forms and to the District Court Forms Task Force and 
the Bankruptcy Forms Task Force; and the forms catalog was 


revised and reissued. 


The Mail Services Unit processed 380,016 pieces of regular mail; 
311,472 pieces of outgoing mail; 5,104 pieces of accountable, 
express or UPS mail; and 3,822 bags of biweekly payroll mail. 


Activities Undertaken and Still Underway 


Continued planning to accommodate 152 new circuit and district 
judges authorized by the Omnibus Judgeship Act. 


A Solicitation For Offers (SFO) was submitted to the GSA in May 
requesting a total of 184,544 occupiable square feet of space to 
consolidate and house the AO, FJC, Judicial Panel on Multidistrict 
Litigation, and the Probation Office for the U.S. District Court, 
District of Columbia. 


In conjunction with the Systems Services Division a program to 
automate data relative to space and facilities controlled by the 


judiciary has begun. 


The Supplies and Equipment Section is automating the equipment 
inventory records via the System/34. Approximately 19,000 re- 
cords representing the court's holdings of copiers, word processors, 
and other office equipment have been coded and entered. 


Guidelines for the procurement of supplies and small miscellaneous 
services have been prepared for review and approval by the 
Director. 


Negotiations are in process for a telephone system for the Madison, 
Wisconsin court location. The Supreme Court has not yet acted on 
the recommendations made for award of contract for a telephone 
system and the Marshal is still relying on AO personnel for assis- 
tance and advice in the procurement. Two leases for telephone 


systems are also in progress. 


The Lawbook Section will continue to work on upgrading the 
System/34 automated Lawbook Inventory Maintenance Program, 
which permits operators to make changes to inventory records, and 
to generate subscription transfer or cancellation correspondence to 
vendors in an effective and efficient fashion. Also, the Section 
will continue to work on the implementation of several upgrades to 
the automated Lawbook Purchase Order Program, s0 as to facili- 
tate the preparation of bulk purchase orders, and the streamlining 
of other purchasing procedures. 


We are continuing to work with court officials and the National 
Archives to make other necessary changes to the records disposi- 
tion and schedules. These changes should be submitted to the 
Subcommittee on Judicial Improvements in December 1984. We 
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We have begun to develop a Vital Records Program for the AO and 
judiciary. 


Seven circuit courts continue to test the feasibility of packing 
permanent court records in archives boxes prior to transfer to the 
Federal Records Centers. 


An automated mailing address system will soon be operational and 
an automated inventory system for forms and publications is being 


developed. 


We will continue to provide analyst support to the Forms Task 
Forces for the district court and the bankruptcy court forms. 


As a result of AT&T's divestiture of local telephone operating 
companies on January 1, 1984, the AO has developed long range 
plans to provide telephone equipment and service to the courts. It 
is estimated that during the next five years all existing telephone 
systems in the courts will be purchased or replaced. This addi- 
tional workload and the need to procure interim modifications to 
existing telephone equipment and service will have considerable 
impact on the Contracting Section and the Supplies and Equipment 
Section. The implementation of new procurement policies and 
methodology, delineation of inventory procedures, coordination of 
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efforts with other components of the AO and the courts, and 


development of technical expertise required for telephone pro- 
curement are among the requirements resulting from _ this 


legislation. 


The Federal Acquisition Regulations (FAR) mandated that, effec- 
tive April 1, 1984, all contract documents be produced in a uniform 
format. Implementation has begun; however, it is a formidable 
task given the number of different types of contracts the AO 
issues. 


Automation assistance for jury clerical tasks is being furnished to 
83 Federal courts through individual field contracts which the AO 
maintains with about 50 different county, state, university, GSA, 
or commercial facilities. The contract computer centers are 
usually located near the courts they serve. By the end of FY 1984 
arrangements may be completed to add two additional courts - 
West V » Northern and New Hampshire - to the jury automa- 
tion ce. Before the end of FY 1984 an investigation will begin 
into: (1) whether it is technically possible and practical to modify 
the Juror Qualification Questionnaire so that some parts of it can 
be mechanically read and tabulated; and (2) whether such mechan- 
ization would save significant clerical time in processing these 
documents. 


Activities Planned for Next Year 


We will monitor court space holdings in furtherance of the program 
to release underutilized facilities and provide accommodations for 
the omnibus judges. 


We plan to complete the automation of equipment inventory re- 
cords and begin providing inventory listings to the courts for 
verification against a physical inventory. 


We plan to expand the equipment inventory application to include 
usage data on copiers located in the courts. This data, once cap- 
tured, will allow us to analyze the copy costs for photocopying 
configurations in the courts and make specific recommendations to 
reduce such costs. 


The Contracting Section will revise the solicitation documents 
(Request for Proposals and Invitation for Bid) and all other pro- 
curement documents to conform to the FAR format. Plans are 
underway to incorporate option clauses into the solicitation docu- 
ments for court reporting services to allow extensions for two 
additional contract periods, i.e., three year contracts. 


The Contracting Section will develop administrative procedures to 
be followed by clerks of court and chief probation officers to 
assure that contracts are properly monitored and that options are 
exercised only after satisfactory performance has been received. 
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Significant Statistics and Facts 
- As of April 1984 judicial space holdings totaled 11,539,698 square 
feet for which the annual rental bill was $116,102,956. This is in 


contrast to the judiciary's April 1983 space holdings of 11,133,247 
square feet for which the annual rent was $101,500,000. 


- There were 35 circuit courtrooms, 738 district courtrooms (of 
which 15 district facilities are limited to non-jury use), 237 
bankruptcy courtrooms, and 212 magistrate courtrooms. 


- A new building containing court facilities is under construction at 
Madison, WI. Occupancy is planned for August 1984. During the 
HE -, new buildings at Miami, FL and San Jose, CA were 


- New buildings have been approved and funded for East St. Louis, 


IL; Ashland, KY; and Birmingham, AL. The architect/engineers 
have been selected for the East St. Louis and Birmingham projects. 


During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, personnel 
in the Office of Personnel Systems and Planning and in the Court 
Branch audited cierical positions in probation and pre 
office with the view of determining whether revised standards for 
probation clerical positions and new standards for pretrial services 


clerical positions should be developed. ied 
1982 established the new positions in pre ces for 
which no standards existed. 


The Court Branch, in order to be more responsive and improve 

to the courts, expanded its team concept to include a payroll 

team. This enabled each team to provide information on 

of employment and pay matters without having to trans- 

callers. This integration enabled payroll actions to be effected in 

conjunction with personnel actions with negligible delay. This also 

the courts with an active payroil and personnel advisory 

service. Computer terminals were installed for each team member so 

that payroll actions can be immediately posted to the computer history 

file and payroll information can be immediately obtained. This ex- 

panded payroll computer system has enabled the division to redesign 

the pay slips so as to reflect year-to-date totals as well as total contri- 

butions into the Civil Service Retirement System during tenure as a 
court officer or employee. 


The Division is in the process of — Yr the personnel 
management and position control systems for court offices. This will 
enable the Division to immediately input personnel actions into the 
system so as to have the ability to immediately process personnel 
actions and to enable the Division to rapidly answer questions on such 
actions. The system will also automatically prepare the personnel 
action forms as transactions occur. Retirement information will also 
be entered, computed, and processed by the system as well as enable 


advise court officers on contemplated 
reassignments. 


The Court Branch has also been given the responsibility 
processing and approving relocation expenses of court officers 
employees who are transferred from one district or office to another 
appointed from outside the commuting area when such is for 
benefit of the judiciary. 
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Continuing projects for the Division include: updating 
Directory of Justices and Judges of the U.S. Courts as well as 
Court Directory; revising portions of the Judiciary Salary Plan 
needed; updating the Judges' Manual; writing and issuing the 
Chapter of the Guide to Judiciary Policies and Procedures; 
support to the Subcommittee on Supporting Personnel by 
agenda items for its consideration, preparing its 
Committee on Court Administration, and conducting studies 


viding information as requested; providing information and 


eggs #f 


expiration of the bankruptcy court transition period. 
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Table 33 
U.S. Courts 
Judicial Survivors’ Annuity Fund 
Investment Holdings as of June 30, 1964 


Interest Rate | Type of Investment 


4-1/4 percent 8. Treasury Bonds 05/15/75-865 
6-3/8 percent 
6-1/8 percent 
4-1/4 percent 
4-1/8 percent 
3-1/2 percent 


c 


— ————— 


MK Bonds 02/15/02-07 
11-3/4 percent MK Bonds 02/15/01 
11-3/4 percent MK Bonds 02/15/05-10 
13-1/8 percent MK Bonds $/15/01 
13-3/8 percent MK Bonds 8/15/01 
15-3/4 percent MK Bonds 11/15/01 
14-1/4 percent MK Bonds 2/15/02 
10-3/4 percent MK Bonds 2/15/03 
11-1/8 percent MK Bonds 8/15/03 
11-7/8 percent MK Bonds 11/15/03 
12-3/8 percent MK Bonds 5/15/04 1,777,000 


COURT REPORTING SERVICES 


The Judicial Conference appointed an ad hoc advisory commit- 
tee to oversee the introduction and implementation of electronic sound 
recording as a method of taking the record in district court proceed- 
ings. Under its auspices, procedural guidelines and technical standards 
for mechanical equipment were established in March 1984. The guide- 
lines provided that any reduction in shorthand or stenotype court 
reporting staff made possible through electronic sound recording 
technology would be through attrition only. 


This audio recording program was the result of the GAO's exten- 
sive review of court reporting practices in district courts and a large 
scale experiment conducted by the FJC. Those agencies concluded 
that, given appropriate management, taking the record by audio 
recording means would produce transcript which is more accurate, 
more timely, and significantly more cost effective than that produced 


by traditional means. 


| 


oe Cee eee 
ting innovative technology was positive. ly 1984, 22 judges 
had requested installation of audio recordings as a means of taking the 

part of their proceedings. By the same date, the AO 
had upgraded audio equipment for manv magistrates who held trials by 
consent, furnishing them the same equipment that met the technical 


standards required by judges. 


In the bankruptcy courts, where audio recording had been per- 
mitted by statute for sometime, the program grew from 3 judges in 1 
court in 1981 to 23 judges in 12 courts in 1984. However, there were 
insufficient funds available to expand the program to an additional 15 
judges in those and 8 other courts in 1944. 


An audio operator's manval and a clerks' manual which detailed 
managerial and procedural practices were drafted so that a verifiable 
record could be taken and triiscribed rapidly and accurately, and that 
human and technological . «sources were efficiently and effectively 
harnessed. The AO in the future will continue to identify and license 
independent transcription services around the country. 


Because the vast majority of records in district courts are taken 
by shorthand or stenotype reporters, the AO took steps to implement 
recent Judicial Conference policies designed to create effective and 
efficient reporting services. To that end, a conference of court re- 
porter supervisors of metropolitan courts covered common problems 


and their administrative solutions. 


The Court Interpreters Program completed the fourth 
certification testing for Spanish/English interpre 
was administered to 309 candidates, 43 of whom 
competent interpreters for performance in the 
listing of all interpreters certified to date was 
accordance with standard testing procedures, t 


The staff continued to assist informally state and local groups 
interested in establishing credentialling instruments for their courts. 


The statistics of interpreter use by language follows: 


Federal courts. 


guns So So cape. 


28888 S & — «3 — 


U.S. magistrates continued to play an integral role in disposing 
of the cases filed in the district courts. In a July 1983 


Potential Benefits of Federal System Be 
Realized, the GAO concluded that “(t)he magistra m has 
come an important and integral part of the Federal 

has helped to reduce the workload on Federal judges." 

importance of the Federal magistrates system is re in 

the fact that the Judicial Conference expanded the number of 

ized full-time magistrate positions from 238 to 253 and reduced the 
number of part-time positions from 225 to 191. The number of com- 
bination positions (13) remained the same. These figures reflect the 
continued movement toward the system of full-time judicial officers 
envisioned by the Congress to assist the courts in handling their grow- 
ing caseloads and are indicative of the continued development and 
maturation of the system. 


During the year, decisions of five separate courts of appeals 
have upheld the constitutionality of magistrates’ authority to try civil 
cases with the consent of the parties as provided under Title 28 U.S.C. 
Section 636(c). 


The Division of Magistrates continued to administer the Federal 
magistrates system. Below is a summary of the functions of the 
Division and the various accomplishments during the past year. 


Legal Manual for U.S. Magistrates 


In accordance with Title 28 U.S.C. Section 604(dX4), the staff 
prepared and distributed several chapters of the Legal Manual. The 
Manual is a legal treatise on substantive and procedural law pertaining 
to magistrates, and contains chapters on the authority of magistrates, 
felony procedures, civil and criminal pretrial procedures, sentencing, 
probation, and other judicial proceedings. During the year, revised 
chapters were completed on the "The United States Magistrate in the 
Federal Court System," "The History of the Federal Magistrate 
System," "Arraignment," and "The Magistrates Act." In addition, a 
wholly new chapter on "Sentencing" was written and is now being 
printed. 


Legal, Administrative, and Policy Advice to the Judicial Conference 


The staff serves as counsel to the Judicial Conference 
Committee on the Administration of the Federal Magistrates System. 
During the year, the Division provided advice and prepared written 
agenda reports and recommendations on all aspects of the admin- 
istration of the magistrates system, including legislation, GAO studies, 
Federal Rules of Procedurc, jurisdictional developments, conflicts of 
interest, legal forms, regulations of the Director, legal assistant posi- 
tions, support services, and the salary and retirement structure for 
magistrates. In this connection, the Division: (1) prepared the re- 
sponse to the GAO study on the Federal magistrates system; (2) com- 
menced implementation of GAO recommendations; and (3) coordinated 
with the Subcommittee on Judicial Statistics on the Biennial 
Survey. The Division assisted in the preparation of testimony and 
correspondence for the members of the Committee and prepared the 
Committee's reports to the Judicial Conference. The Division also 
implemented actions of the Committee and the Judicial Conference 
taken during the year. 


Legal, Administrative, and Policy Advice to AO, Court, 
and Other Government Officials 


The Magistrates Division continued to provide legal and policy 
advice in response to inquiries of AO officials, judges, magistrates, 
circuit executives, clerks of court, members of and 
Executive agencies regarding the jurisdiction and use of magistrates, 
regulations of the Director and the Judicial Conference, and other 
aspects of the administration of the Federal magistrates system. As 
examples, the Division provided information on the criteria for 
evaluating the need for additional magistrate positions, and provided 
technical advice to the Department of Justice on the issue of the 
constitutionality of a magistrate's authority to try civil cases under 
Title 28 U.S.C. Section 636(c). 


Legislation and Civil and Criminal Rules of Procedure 


The staff reviewed proposed legislation and Federal Rules of 
Procedure, prepared position papers for the Director and the 
Magistrates Committee, recommended legislative and rule 
and drafted supporting analyses. These responsibilities included all 
proposed or enacted jurisdictional, administrative, civil and criminal 
legislation, and rules affecting the magistrates system. 


In particular, the Division has advised the courts on the recent 
additions to the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, including Rules 72 
through 76 which pertain exclusively to proceedings held before magis- 
trates and Rule 16 which deals with pretrial procedure; and pending 
legislation on matters affecting the Federal magistrates system. 
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Surveys of Magistrate Positions 


Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 633(b), the Division 
the district courts, circuit councils, and the Judicial Conference with 
recommendations concerning the number of full-time and part-time 
magistrate positions, their respective salaries and locations, and other 
arrangements. In so doing, the staff conducted studies which required 
legal, statistical, and management analyses. 


In the past year, the Division issued 87 detailed reports (involv- 
ing 171 positions) on the needs of the district courts for existing or 
expanded magistrate services. A special study conducted to determine 
the continued need and appropriate salaries of part-time magistrate 
positions at the lowest salary levels resulted in the decision to retain 
51 positions and discontinue 26 positions. In addition, the minimum 
salary level was raised. The Division also conducted a special review 
to determine whether there is a need for a full-time magistrate posi- 
3— in each of the four remaining districts which do not have full-time 


Management Assistance for the Administration of the 
Federal Magistrates System 


The Division continued to perform general oversight duties 
relating to the day-to-day administration of the Federal m tes 
system. This included the allocation of clerical staff to me 
magistrates and administration of the system which enabled part-time 
magistrates to be reimbursed for the office and the clerical expenses 
they incurred. The office also advised district courts of the 
for obtaining legal assistants for full-time magistrates. During the 
year, 56 newly appointed magistrates were assisted by the Division in 
establishing their offices. In addition, the Division provided advice to 
other components of the agency regarding the magistrates system, and 
assisted in the establishment of various support service policies affect- 
ing magistrates. It also provided management, administrative and 
policy advice to judges, magistrates, clerks of court, and other officials 
regarding the administration of the Federal magistrates system. 


Administration of the Magistrates Statistical System 


In order to fully comply with Title 28 U.S.C. Section 604(dX3), 
the Division continued to refine and operate the automated magistrate 
statistical system. During the year, approximately 5,000 individual 
statistical reports were received, analyzed, and tabulated by the 
Division. Much of the data collected is included in this report. The 
statistical data has also been provided to the Magistrates Committee, 
the Subcommittee on Judicial Statistics, officials in the AO, courts, 
and other government offices. 
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Appointment Procedures end Regulations 


The Division continued to administer and monitor the magistrate 
merit selection and tment process to ensure compliance with the 
procedures mandated by the F and the 
regulations promulgated by the erence. twelve 
month period ended June 30, 1984, there were 53 full-time magistrates 
appointed, including 21 reappointments. During the same period, 55 
individuals were appointed to part-time magistrate positions, —2 
31 reappointments. In addition, three individuals were reappointed 
clerk/magistrate positions. 


Among the new appointments made dur the average 
age of the full-time appointees was 46, and tet of ryt part-time 


magistrates was 43. New full-time magistrates had been admitted to 
the bar for an average of 18 years, and new part-time magistrates for 
an average of 14 years. Of the new full-time magistrates, 4 had prior 
experience as part-time magistrates, 9 previously served as assistant 
U.S. attorneys, 3 were professors, 1 served as clerk of a district court, 
1 served as a state supreme court justice, and 14 had been in private 


practice. 


CLERKS OF COURT 
The Clerks Division has been 


management, jury administration, pro se law clerks, CVB. 

the division's activities in these areas during the past year are discus- 

sed in detail below. However, the primary role of the division is serv- 
as a focal point for problems and concerns in clerks' offices and as 

a between the clerks’ offices and divisions of the AO and other 

government agencies. 


Liaison 


The liaison role of the Clerks Division is critical in achieving 
coordination among all of the departments of the AO and the FJC with 
respect to items affecting clerks' offices. It also serves to promote the 
exchange of effective procedures and innovations among the courts 
themselves. Efforts are made to maintain close contact with clerks' 
offices throughout the country as well as with organizations in the 
court administration field so that we can share innovative solutions to 
problems among the courts. We also serve as a contact point for AO 
and FJC divisions on matters impacting clerks' offices and offer our 
knowledge of clerk's office procedure in the solution of problems or in 


effecting change. 
Automation 


Automation is an area that has required a great deal of liaison 
activity during the past year. We have tried to work very closely with 
the Systems Services and the Innovations and Systems Development 
Divisions as they develop automated systems for the courts. We assist- 
ed in the analysis of the case management, financial, and jury specifi- 
cations that are being developed. We also participated in some of the 
site implementation visits to the courts, focusing on the review of 
manual procedures. This role will expand during the coming year as we 
provide assistance to the courts in detailed reviews of the 
and of their resource needs as they prepare for implementation of the 
automated systems. 


Training 


Another area in which we have spent a great deal of time and 
effort during the past year is in liaison with the FJC in the area of 
training. We have provided assistance to the FJC in the development 
of training programs for both the civil case management and pro se law 
clerks' seminars and participated as faculty in these and other 


programs during the past year. 
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With the help of the clerks committee on training we have 
provided assistance to the FJC in developing a training program for 
clerks' offices which includes the use of both national seminars and in- 
house training. Through the use of a training questionnaire we have 
been able to pinpoint training needs in the courts more accurately 
thereby focusing training on those who need it most. The savings that 
resulted have permitted the FJC to provide one or two more seminars 
than was originally anticipated. With the approval of the FJC, we have 
begun the initial steps in the development of a multi-year training 
program on Federal court administration which would begin during 
fiscal year 1985. 


Financial Management 


With the assistance of an ad hoc committee of clerks of court, 
we developed and distributed a procedure to implement the new re- 
quirement of Rule 67 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure that all 
registry fund money be kept in interest bearing accounts. Most courts 


have now adopted this procedure. 
Information and Management Bulletin 


One of the most effective ways we have found to fulfill our 
liaison role is to disseminate information and procedures that are 
relevant to all the clerks’ offices through the Information end 


Bulletin, a monthly publication sent to all appellate, 


Management 

district, and bankruptcy clerks of court. During the past year, 12 
issues of this bulletin were published, providing information of 
relevance to clerks on a routine basis. 


Jury Administration 


Jury administration is one of the areas for which the Clerks 
Division has primary responsibility. This past year we began preparing 
a quarterly report on the percentage of jurors not selected or chal- 
lenged on the first day and distributed this to the courts. We prepared 
a questionnaire to the courts and an analysis of the cost savings of 
sending juror summonses by first class mail. We also continued our 


assistance in preparation of the Jury Training Manual being prepared 
under the sponsorship of the FJC. 


In March 1984, the Judicial Conference adopted a juror utiliza- 
tion goal of 30 percent not selected or challenged on the first day. The 
division has offered its assistance to the courts in meeting this goal. 


Civil Case Management 


The Clerks Division has participated in several civil case man- 
agement workshops attended by judges, magistrates, clerks, and court- 
room deputies. The seminars have greatly contributed to improved 
case management as attendees have been given the opportunity to 
exchange ideas and practices regarding civil case management tech- 
niques which have proven effective. The division is in the process of 

a compendium of the material obtained at these workshops. 
Combined with a civil case management manual being by a 
committee of clerks, this will provide the courts with direction and 
examples of various effective case management procedures. 


Pro Se Law Clerk Program 


During this past year the Clerks Division participated in a pro se 
law clerk seminar sponsored by the FJC. In preparation fo: that semi- 


nar a questionnaire on procedures was distributed to all pro se law 
clerks and the results compiled. 


During its review of the fiscal year 1985 budget request, the 
House Appropriations Committee asked the Judicial Conference to 
review the pro se law clerk program to determine its effectiveness. 
This review will be conducted during the next year and the results 
presented to the Judicial Conference as soon as possible. 


Loeal Rules Index 


Several years ago, the Clerks Division developed an Index of all 
of the district court local rules. Though this consumed a great deal of 
time and effort, this Index proved to be very useful in developing 
standardized rules for use by the courts and in quickly finding answers 


to questions regarding court procedures in a variety of areas. 


As of May, 1984, the responsibility for maintaining the Index and 
for handling questions for research was transferred to the Information 
Services Division at the FJC. With the limited resources in our division 
we were having a difficult time in maintaining the Index and 
in timely fashion to the numerous requests for information from the 
Index and it was felt that the FJC's Information Services would be 
better equipped to handle this work. They have been able to place the 


Index on their computer and are now handling all questions regarding 
the Index. 


Budgeting end Allocation of Deputy Clerk Positions 


The Clerks Division is responsible for preparing the budget 
aquest So Seem Sy Cotty Seep oe Se Chasis Se pete 
the clerks' offices in an equitable fashion. This task was more 


t since less than 75 percent of the staffing request justified by 
measurement formula for fiscal year 1984 was authorized by 
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work measurement formula as necessary, this year 

actor for some of the courts, and we constantly review the 
and the weighting of siuser’ loan and misdemeanor cases to 
that they remain accurete. 


In fiscal year 1984, Congress authorized 30 positions for the 
of appeals and 300 positions for the district courts. 
these positions were authorized to the courts 
in the fall, though some were handed out 
required 


M 


Visits to several clerks' offices were 

to be a discrepancy between the person el needs as indicated 
clerk and the 
addition to the allocation of permanent positions, the 


processed several hundred requests ior temporary positions 


Consumable Supplies and Travel 
For the first time, beginning with fiscal year 1984, the clerks of 


courts and have made adjustments to the allocations as required. 


In travel, the Cler’: 1. * n has responsibilicy for allocating 
$1.7 million in tra, .° eluding intradistrict and inter- 
district travel made i °f eputy clerks. This past year ex- 
penditures have incr:a: am have had to request supplementals 
for this appropriatio: .vi.. the Financial Management Division. 


Central Violations Bureaus 


We continue to encourage the consolidation of the courts per- 
forming the CVB work manually with one of the courts processing the 
work by computer. We have the responsibility for monitoring the 
procedures in the consolidated courts and are attempting to develop 
some uniformity of procedures in the courts. 


IH 


The Clerks Division participated in an automated CVB users 
meeting in October of 1983. In preparation for the seminar, five of the 
consolidated courts were visited and their procedures documented. 
During the last year we also coordinated a study of the use of franked 


envelopes in payment of tickets. 


Pretrial Services 


The Pretrial Services Act of 1982, effective September 27, 
1982, requires that the tor, under the supervision of the Judicial 


Conference, establish pretrial services in each judicial district other 
than the District of Columbia. 


The major provisions of pretrial services include the following: 


Prepare verified prebail reports for judicial officers on all 
individuals charged with an offense prior to the release hearing; 


Review and modify bail reports and recommendations; 

Supervise persons released to its custody; 

Operate or contract for facilities for the custody and care of 
persons released including temporary residence, treatment for 
alcohol and drug abuse, and counseling; 


Inform the court and U.S. attorney of all violations of conditions of 
release or danger to any other person or the community; 


Serve as coordinator for other local agencies which can provide 
similar services; 


Assist persons released in securing supportive services; 


Prepare, in cooperation with the U.S. marshal and the U.S. 
attorney, pretrial detention reports; 
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- Collect information, evaluate bail activities, and prepare reports 
to improve the bail process; and 


- Provide reports to U.S. attorneys for diversion purposes and 
supervise persons diverted under an agreement with the U.S. 


attorney. 


The Act provided that, for an 18-month period following enact- 
ment, any pretrial services beyond the existing ten demonstration 
districts were to be provided under the supervision of the chief probe- 
tion oificers, using existing probation resources, with no authority for 
additional appropriations. The Act also specifically authorized appro- 
priations necessary to continue pretrial services in the ten 
demonstration districts for a period of 18 months. 


After the 18-inonth period, pretrial services may be provided by 
existing probation offices, or under supervision of a chief pretrial 
services officer. The district court initially determines the type of 
organization to be used - either probation office or pretrial services 
office. If the district court and circuit council concur, a pretrial 
services office, under Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3152(b), may be 
established. 


An assessment was completed on each individual district to 
determine the needs of pretrial services and the resources that will be 
required to provide the services. The assessment reports were made 
available to each district court to assist them with their decision 
regarding organizational structure and personnel needs for pretrial 
services in their respective districts. 


At the end of the 18-month period, eight district courts, with 
the concurrence of the appropriate circuit council, had established 
pretrial services separate from probation. The remaining districts have 
decided to establish pretrial services through the probation office. 
Most districts have begun to provide the service, at least on a limited 
basis, with existing staff. 


The Act expressly authorized additional appropriations to sup- 
port the pretrial services offices. An appropriation request was sub- 
mitted to Congress to cover the staffing needs regardless of the form 
of organizatic chosen by the courts. 


General Activities 


The Pretrial Services Branch has continued to review and update 
the operational manual, the statutorily mandated confidentiality regu- 
lations which control the use of pretrial services information, and the 
new statistical reporting procedures that have been developed to 
monitor and evaluate bail activities, provide information to judicial 
officers on the results of bail decisions, and to assist in the 
improvement of the bail process. 


fo 


Training 


With the assistance of the FJC, technical training in pretrial 
services was arranged for aj. probation officers. The training 
early in 1983 and was completed by October 1983. In a num 
districts, training sessions were attended by members of the judiciary 
law enforcement officers, prosecutors, public defenders, and U.S. 
marshals. With the assistance of the FJC, the Pretrial Services Branch 
is providing information about pretrial services procedures to U.S. 


magistrates through their regularly schedi . j training seminars. 


year, pre 
tions interviewed 25, 660 defendants, 20,690 of which were interviewed 
before the intitial bail hearings. Statistics on pretrial services for the 
twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, are shown in Appendix Table 
H-1, by district. The jollowing table summarizes pretrial services 
activities nationwide. 


Table 25 
U.S. District Courts 
Summary of Pretrial Interviews 
During t! > Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1984 


Type of Interview 


Total Number of Defendants Interviewed 
Percent of Total Defendants 


In May 1984, AO staff members completed training of clerks in 
41 probation districts on the use of DECmate II word processors as data 
entry terminals for Federal Probation Sentencing and Supervision 
Information System (FPSSIS). The participants were also trained in 
pretrial services agencies (PSA) data entry. Most of the 41 districts 
are now actively entering FPSSIS and PSA data. Their efforts will help 
considerably in reducing data entry backlog and help bring the FPSSIS 
data base to maturity. 
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Report formats and specifications that are to be produced by 
the FPSSIS system are being designed. There are two types of reports 
which are to be developed. The first is a sentencing report to assist 
judges in framing sentences. FPSSIS data base should be sufficient and 
up to date by the end of 1984 to support this report. 


The second major report type will include caseload management 
data for the districts. The staff anticipates < veloping a variety of 
reports and making them available to the districts which have 
DECmate II terminals upon request. 


PIMS Pilot Project 


The Probation Information Management System pilot test pro- 
ject in Ohio, Northern (PIMS/ON) is progressing according to 
schedule. The purpose of the pilot test is to determine whether the 
application of modern automation will prove beneficial to the 
management of probation activities at the district level. 


The pilot project is being implemented by three staff members 
of the Innovations and Systems Development Division of the FJC who 
are working in consultation with staff members of the Systems Services 
and Probation Divisions of the AO. 


The users in Ohio, Northern have received training from both 
the FJC staff in Washington and in Cleveland, and from the district 
training supervisor. Selected probation office staff have received 
further training as system administrators, and have demonstrated their 
competence at a number of system maintenance and troubleshooting 
tasks on various occasions. 


An initial version of the PIMS lication, which deals with 
updating case supervision information (chronological records), was 
issued in April 1984. A secona version which includes the coiplete set 
of data related to clients, the basic case file, and officer travel logs, 
will be released in mid-summer 1984. 


The areas ee for cata refinement are in drug services, 
0 


accounting, and tracking of case-related items (e.g., investigations and 
disclosures). A Users Manual was written to accompany the released 
software. It will be developed along with the software. 


Drug Aftercare 


Nearing the completion of the fourth year of operation, the 
Drug Aftercare Program provides drug treatment services to over 
5,000 drug dependent Federal offenders. The program is administered 
by the AO through the Probation Division, as provided by the Contract 
Services for one rependent Federal Offenders Act of 1978 (Title 18 
U.S.C. Section 3651). For the current fiscal year, nearly all of th $5 
million appropriated by Congress for the program was obligated to 265 
treatment and urinalysis contractors with anticipated expenditures for 
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the fiscal year of at least 90 percent of that amount. The contractors 
provided drug treatment and urinalysis services for drug dependent 
Federal offenders under supervision of the probation system. As of 
June 1984, there were 2,867 Federal offenders receiving contract 
treatment services. An additional 2,678 drug dependent offenders are 
receiving non-contract services from community treatment agencies 
and probation staff. This represents an increase of approximately 17 
percent over last year in the drug aftercare caseload. 


On May 9, 1983, House Bill 2173, The Contract Services for 
—* —— — Federal Offenders Authorization ket of 1983, was 
cons a y ouse of Representatives. Passage of 
this lation occurred in the Senate on March 8, 1984. As Public 
Law 98-236, the Act was signed by the President on March 20, 1984, 
This continues authorization for the crug aftercare program through 
fiscal year 1986. Work will begin at the end of fiscal year 1985 on 
legislation to continue the program beyond fiscal year 1986. 


At the request of the Committee on the Administration of the 
Probation System and the Probation Division, the Research Division of 
the FJC has been involved in evaluating the Federal Drug Aftercare 


Program. 


The report of the first phase has been completed and is now 
being published. In the second phase of the study the evaluation design 
was expanded. The FJC is now ready to begin data collection for final 


phase of the study which will examine the drug treatment practices in 
11 districts and compare Federal offenders with other offenders in 
similar programs. 


In March 1984, the Probation Division initiated an ongoing 
systemwide data collection system. This project will collect detailed 
information on all cases discharged from drug treatment on a monthly 
basis. Coupled with the FJC study, the Division will have reliable data 
from which conclusions will be drawn regarding program policy and the 
allocation of funds. 


Publication 105 and Victim and Witness Protection Act 


To implement the provisions of Rule 32, several procedural 

have been included in the recently completed revision of 

Publication 105, The Presentence Investigation Report. The publica- 

tion is to be distributed to judges and probation officers by September 
1984, 


Several other revisions to the monograph were made including 
guidelines for more intense supervisory review, amending the presen- 
tence report when appropriate after disclosure, and a statement on the 
extent of probation officer liability. A number of changes in the 
presentence report format were made, notably new subsections to the 
prosecution version of the offense and a victim impact statement was 
added as a subsection to the prosecution's version. 


63 /63 


of the major revisions of Publication 105 has been 
of the Probation Division. This videotape will be 
tributed by the FJC. 


The Division, in conjunction with the Chiefs Management 
Council, is working on guidelines for probation officers' responsibilities 
under the Victim and Witness Protection Act. Staff of the Division 
have been Involved with training for the U.S. Attorney's Executive 
Office in matters relating to the role of probation officers in preparing 
victim impact statements for presentence investigation reports. 


Witness Security Program 


The Probation System cooperates with the U.S. Marshals Service 
and the Bureau of Prisons in the Witness Protection Program. Supervi- 
sion s*vices are provided for — 250 probationers and 
parolees who have been given new identities for security reasons fol- 
lowing their testimony in major crime cases. The Probation Division 
maintains a liaison with several participating agencies and provides 
administrative support, coordination, and oversight for field services. 


Congress has under consideration legislation which would give 
U.S. probation officers, under the jurisdiction of the Parole 
Commission, authority to supervise over 100 protected witnesses 
currently on state probation and parole. 


Legislation 


The Chairman of the Committee on the Administration of the 
Probation System and the chief of the Division of Probation have been 
called upon to provide testimony on several — legislative mea- 
sures. Testimony was delivered before the House of Representatives, 
Committee on the Judiciary, Subcommittee on Criminal Justice on 
Sentencing Reform, Criminal Fine Collection, and Probation Officer 
Protection. In addition to providing testimony and/or technical assis- 
tance on these pending matters, the Probation Division has provided 
technical consultation on measures dealing with compensation for 
victims of crime and with witness protection. 


In 1983 the Judicial Conference adopted, and Congress ap- 
proved, several amendments to Rule 32 of the Federal Rules of 
Criminal Procedure, designed to improve disclosure of the presentence 
investigation report in the Federal courts. These amendments affect 
several changes which are significant to the Probation Division: 


Disclosure of the presentence report is no longer limited to those 
situations in which a request is made; 


Disclosure is now provided to both the defendant and counsel; 


Disclosure is now required within a reasonable time before 
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- The sentencing court is required to address any alleged factual 
inaccuracies contained in the presentence report and to make a 
finding as to the accuracy of the challenged information, or to 
determine that no reliance will be placed upon the challenged 
information at the time of sentenci'g. 


Training 


Training for probation personnel is conducted in coordination 
with the FJC. This training includes special skill workshops, inter- 
district seminars, local technical training seminars, attendance at a 
variety of college and university courses, and the use of multi-media 
resources. 


During this year a new orientation program for probation offices 
has been developed. All new officers now participate in a two-day 
seminar, conducted regionally, and built around selected videotape 
programs and collateral printed materials. These programs are de- 

to foster an awareness of the working relationship between 
probation districts and among the various agencies comprising the 
Federa) criminal justice system as well as provide instructional mate- 
rial regarding presentence investigation reports, sentencing 
alternatives, the supervision process, and legal issues. 


Probation officers from 32 districts received in-service training 
though participation in one of eight interdistrict seminars. Topics 
included recent developments in probation and parole, financial 
investigation, white-collar offenders, pretrial services, and substance 
abuse. 


Chief probation officers or drug aftercare specialists from all 
districts that either currently have contracts with outside drug after- 
care treatment agencies or plan to negotiate contracts this year at- 
tended a seminar which provided instructions in government contract 
procedures and contract monitoring. 


Several districts also conducted local training sessions in a 
variety of areas including counseling techniques, crisis intervention, 
financial investigation, and officer safety. Such training is generally 
structured around presentations by local experts or audiovisual 
resources provided by the FJC. 


Finally, over 500 probation personnel received specialized 


training through tuition grants for attendance at various seminars or 
courses at local colleges or universities. 
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BANKRUPTCY 


Throughout the year the courts have continued to operate under 
an emergency model rule adopted upon the expiration of the Supreme 
Court's stay on December 24, 1982 in the case of Northern Pipeline 


Construction Co. v. Marathon ripe Line Co., 458 U.S, 
case held that the pervasive grant o ction to bankruptcy judges 
as provided in the reform amendments of Public Law 95-598 (1978) was 


an unconstitutional grant of authority to non-Article II judges. The 
model rule was premised on the continued viability of bankruptcy 
jurisdiction in the district courts pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 
1471(a) and (b). The rule provided for the district courts to delegate 
matters to the bankruptcy j while retaining residual jurisdiction 
consistent with the Northern Ppeline case. The bankruptcy system 
operated effectively r the rule, and its validity was upheld by 


several courts of appeals while awaiting enactment of a remedial 
solution by the Congress. 


At the very end of this reporting period - on June 29, 1984 - 
both Houses of Congress gave final approval to remedial legislation 
(H.R. 5174). The bill was subsequently signed by the President as 
Public Law 98-353 on July 10, 1984. 


The new law establishes bankruptcy judgeships for 14 year terms 
as judicial officers of the Article If district courts. Jurisdiction over 
bankruptcy cases and proceedings is clearly vested in the district 
courts and bankruptcy judges are given clear authority to hear and de- 
termine most bankruptcy proceedings, subject to appeal to a district 
judge, and to assist district judges in the disposition of other proceed- 
ings that do not directly involve the bankruptcy laws. The new law 
thus preserves the traditional system of a single trial court at the 
Federal judicial district level. In addition, reforms were made in the 
substantive bankruptcy laws and additional circuit and district 
judgeships were authorized. 


Experience Under the Model Rule for the Continued Operation of the 
Bankruptcy System 


While Congress considered remedial legislation, the courts were 
able to continue to administer and adjudicate bankruptcy petitions 
under a model rule promulgated by the Judicial Conference and 
adopted by each of the circuit judicial councils. Under the rule, bank- 
ruptcy judges continued to hear cases and proceedings in the first 
instance. However, a bankruptcy judge - or any party - could request 
that a district judge hear any case or any proceeding, or a particular 


aspect of any case or proceeding. A special statistical reporting 
system was implemented to monitor the experience under the rule. 


During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, a total of 
5,151 matters were transmitted to U.S. district judges under the Model 
Rule, including 3,272 adv ry - or motions within adver- 
sary proceedings (63.5 percent); 1,653 motions or other matters within 
bankruptcy cases (32.1 percent); and 226 complete bankruptcy cases 
(4.4 percent). 


During the year, a total of 3,821 matters were disposed of by 
the district courts, including 2,352 adversary proceedings, 1,327 mo- 
tions or other matters within bankruptcy cases, and 142 complete 
bankruptcy cases. Of the 3,821 matters, there were 3,205 (83.9 per- 
cent) disposed of by a district judge without any reference back to a 
bankruptcy judge for additional action. The remaining matters were 
either disposed of in part by a district judge or returned to a 


bankruptcy judge for further action. 


As of June 30, 1984, there were 2,831 matters pending before 
district judges, including 1,976 adversary proceedings, 725 motions or 
other matters, and 130 complete bankruptcy cases. During the 18- 
month period from January 1983 through June 1984, action had been 
completed on 75.3 percent of the motions, 66.0 percent of the adver- 
sary proceedings, and 58.3 percent of the entire bankruptcy cases 
transmitted. 


Data on the number of appeals taken in bankruptcy matters to 
both district courts and courts of appeals have been collected routinely 
over the last several years. Over the last year, the rate of appeals 
taken to the district courts from decisions of bankruptcy judges has in- 
creased somewhat. During the twelve month period ended June 30, 
1983, a total of 3,203 such appeals were filed in the district courts, 
representing 10.0 appeals per 1,000 bankruptcy cases terminated. In 
1984, the number of appeals rose 29.8 percent to 4,157; this represents 
a rate of 13.7 appeals per 1,000 bankruptcy cases terminated. 


The rate of appeals taken to the U.S. courts of appeals increased 
substantially during the year. During the twelve month period ended 
June 30, 1984, a total of 987 bankruptcy appeals were filed in the 
courts of appeals, representing 3.2 appeals per 1,000 cases terminated 
by bankruptcy judges. During the same period in 1983, a total of 688 
bankruptcy appeals were filed, representing 2.1 appeals per 1,000 
bankruptcy court terminations. 


Bankruptcy Rules 


In response to the enactment of the Bareruptey Amendments of 
1978, which repealed substantially all of uptcy Act o 
and replaced it with a codified law in Title 11 of the U.S. Code, new 
bankruptcy rules anplicable to code cases were promulgated and 


became effective «ii August 1, 1983. 
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Automation 


The automation of the bankruptcy clerks' offices is a high prior- 
ity for the judiciary. Initial automation efforts have focused on the 
development of the Bankruptcy Automated Noticing System (BANS), 
which has the capability of rapidly performing court noticing and 
generating claims registers. The system also has the ability to print 
docket sheets and to prepare certain indicies, management reports, and 
mathematical functions necessary to the clerks' case administration 
responsibilities. The BANS system utilizes a centralized facility within 
the AO to print, and mail notices generated by the system. By the end 
of 1984, the BANS project will serve 16 districts, whose filings 
constitute a majority of the national total. 


With the guidance of the Bankruptcy Division and the Systems 
Services Division, the FJC has recently undertaken the tasks of con- 
ducting a needs analysis and design of an automated system to meet 
the bankruptcy needs of small and medium sized districts. A Users 
Committee will assist in providing technical advice in the development 
of this new project for the remaining bankruptcy clerks' offices. 


Etee Oversight 


Under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 604(f) the Director selects and 
maintains panels of qualified trustees from which the bankruptcy 
judges appoint trustees in Chapter 7 cases in the 74 judicial districts 
that are not part of the U.S. Trustee pilot program. The maintenance 
of these panels is an ongoing activity. 


As part of its continuing oversight function, and with the assis- 
tance of clerks and deputy clerks for estate administration, the 
Bankruptcy Division is in the process of reviewing guidelines and 
developing manuals for the supervision of fiduciary officers in 
bankruptcy. 


Revised Statistical Reporting Requirements and Forms Revision 


At the direction of the Committee on the Administration of the 
Bankruptcy System, the Bankruptcy Division has undertaken a complete 
review of the statistical requirements and reporting systems for bank- 
ruptey. As a result of its findings, the Committee this year approved a 
number of changes to the system, including the development of stan- 
dard definitions, the elimination of statistical elements which are no 
longer needed, the identification of case management information, and 
re formats to facilitate reporting and the addition of certain data 
elements to capture information necessary for proper analysis of the 
bankruptcy system. The Division is also in the process of complet 
revisions to statistical reports which will result in the publication o 
more extensive tables of bankruptcy statistics in the future. 
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The Bankruptcy Division, with the assistance of a task force of 
bankruptcy judges and bankruptcy clerks, is conducting a 
review of all bankruptcy forms. Among the task force's objectives will 
be to simplify existing forms, combine forms where possible, eliminate 
unnecessary forms, and make sure that all forms are compatible with 
automated equipment. 


Work Measurement 


Shortly after the new —— Code took effect in October 
1979, a work measurement study was ted of bankruptcy clerks' 
offices. That study provided the basis for the appropriation of funds 
for additional deputy clerk positions. In response to concerns that the 
study did not fully measure the impact of the new Code, a new study 
was conducted during the past year. The results o new study 
should be finalized during the calendar year 1984 and thereafter 
forwarded to the Judicial Conference for its approval. 


CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 


During the past year, the Criminal Justice Act Division contin- 
ued to administer the Federal program for providing counsel] under the 
provisions of the Criminal Justice Act (Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3006A) 
and the Prisoner Transfer Treaty statute (Title 18 U.S.C. Section 4100), 
and to serve as staff and counsel to the Judicial Conference 
Committee to Implement the Criminal Justice Act. 


Assigned Counsel - Federal Defender Program 


For the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, the AO re- 
corded 53,577 appointments ‘* counsel under the Criminal Justice 
Act. Of this number 29,077 Lersons or 54.3 percent were represented 
by attorneys furnished by Federal Defender Organizations, and 24,500 
persons, or 45.7 percent were represented by private panel attorneys. 
The 53,577 appointments represent an increase of 5.9 percent over the 
50,581 appointments recorded for the twelve month period ended June 
30, 1983. 


Administrative Assistance with Respect to the 
Criminal Justice Act Program 


The Division continued to perform its functions in providing 
administrative assistance to the Federal Defender organizations and 
technical advice concerning the implementation of the CJA in districts 
without Defender organizations. In addition, the CJA Division met 
several times with the Federal Defender Advisory Committee on 
mtters related to the operation of the CJA. The Advisory Committee 
.  mprised of six Federal defenders elected to serve as regional 
representatives of the Federal defenders. At the Committee's request, 
we evaluatec possible sources of malpractice protection for the defen- 
ders pending passage of the CJA amendments. The Division also pro- 
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vided assistance to each of the Subcommittees of the Advisory 
Committee: Legislative, Training, High Technology, Brief Bank, 
Probation Liaison, and Prisoner Transfer Treaty Manual. It also pro- 
vided administrative, legal, and procedural guidance to judges, magis- 
trates, circuit executives, clerks of court, private attorneys, members 
of Congress and others regarding the administration of the CJA. The 
Division made arrangements for and participated in the annual Federal 
Defender Conference, which was held in January 1984. 


Criminal Justice Act Committee 


The Division continued to perform its functions as staff and 
counsel to the U.S. Judicial Conference Committee to Implement the 
Criminal Justice Act, including the preparation and assembly of all 

ems supporting materials for the two CJA Committee 
meetings held this past year. Among the materials considered by the 
CJA Committee were: (1) the funding requests of the 41 Federal 
Defender oganizations and the Division's analysis of and recommenda- 
tions concerning those requests; (2) pending legislation to amend the 
CJA; and (3) proposed amendments to the CJA Guidelines relating to 
the release of CJA information from court files, appointment and 
compensation of standbv counsel, determination of financial eligibility 
for counsel, recovery of reimbursement costs of representation, and 
criteria for appointment of Federal Public Defenders. 


New Defender Organizations 


The Division prepared detailed studies concerning the feasibility 
of establishing Federal Defender organizations for seven judicial 
ditricts: the Eastern, Middle, and Western Districts of North 
Carolina; the Northern, Eastern, and Western Districts of Oklahoma; 
&.1d the Middle District of Pennsylvania. Each of these studies required 
on-site conferences with judges, circuit executives, magistrates, clerks 
of court, and other persons having an interest in the possible establish- 
ment of a Defender organization in these districts. At its March 1984 
meeting, the Judicial Conference approved funding for the establish- 
ment of a Federal Public Defender organization to serve all three of 
Oklahoma's judicial districts. The headquarters office will be in 
Oklahoma City and a staffed branch office will be established in 
Tulsa. The Oklahoma Federal Defender organization is scheduled to 
commence operations during the fourth quarter of fiscal year 1984. 
Recommendations concerning the establishment of a Federal Defender 
organization for the Eastern District of North Carolina and the Middle 
District of Pennsylvania were submitted to the Criminal Justice Act 
Committee in June 1984 and, if approved by the Committee, will be 
presented to the Judicial Conference at its September 1984 meeting. 
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Prisoner Transfer Program 


The implementing legislation for the transfer of offenders to or 
from foreign countries, pursuant to treaties, provides for appointment 
of counsel under the Criminal Justice Act. The CJA Division desig- 
nates and provides coordination in arranging for Federal defenders and 
other attorneys to serve as counsel in prisoner transfer matters. We 
continue to maintain prisoner transfer treaties with Canada, Bolivia, 
Mexico, Peru, Panama, and Turkey. reaties with Thailand, France, 
and 15 member countries of the Council of Europe are in the process of 
negotiation and ratification. 


Amendments to Community Defender Organization 
Conditions and Grant 


In March 1979, the "Community Defender Organization 
Conditions and Grant" was approved by the Judicial Conference and 
was used for the first time in connection with the Community Defender 
organization grants for fiscal year 1980. These "terms and conditions" 
further defined and improved upon the existing provisions governing 
grants to Community Defender organizations. In response to recom- 
mendations made by the GAO in its report on the administration of the 
CJA and experiences in administering the grant program since the 1979 
amendments, the Division has prepared a comprehensive revision of the 
"terms and conditions" which, if approved by the CJA Committee, will 
be submitted to the Judicial Conference for its consideration at its 
September 1984 meeting. 


Training of Assistant Federal Public Defenders 


The CJA Division assisted the FJC in conducting a week-long 
training program at the Federal Law Enforcement Training Center in 
Glyneo, Georgia, for new Assistant Federal Public Defenders. This 
program provided valuable learning opportunity for attorneys with 
little or no previous practice or experience in Federal criminal law and 
procedure. The Division is currently working with the FJC and Federal 
Defender Advisory Committee on developing training programs for 
Federal defender administrative assistants and both new and experi- 
enced assistant Federal defenders, as well as coordinating training for 
investigators and trial advocacy programs for new assistant Federal 
defenders. 


Court Ordered Re-imbursements 


The Division worked closely with the Financial Management 
Division in developing new procedures for the collection and monitoring 
of payments made by persons providing representation under the CJA 
pursuant to court re-imbursement orders. At the CJA Committee's 
request, the Division explored enforcing court-ordered | >-imbursement 
by civil collection procedures rather than contempt actions. We are 
now recommending that the Department of Justice change its 


collection procedures. 
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Litigation Involving Defenders 


During the year, several suits against Federal defenders were 
filed based upon their official conduct. With the concurrence of the 
Office of the General Counsel, the Division arranged for representation 
by outside counsel or other Federal defenders, monitored the litigation, 
— penne advice on specialized areas of legal malpractice 

on. 


Defender Organization Access to Computer Assisted 
uegal Research Equipment 


The CJA Division has been considering and is presently complet- 
ing a study on the feasibility and cost implications of providing Federal 
defender offices with in-house access to computer assisted legal re- 
search (CALR). In consultation with AO personnel from the Systems 
Services, Administrative Services and Financial Management Divisions, 
and Judge Alfred T. Goodwin's Ad Hoe CALR Committee of Chief 
Judges, steps are being taken to obtain independent funding for Federal 
defender CALR resources. 


‘Federal Defender Office Automation 


Working closely with the Federal Defenders High Technology 
Subcommittee, ine Systems Services, Administrative Services, and 
Financial Management Divisions, the CJA Division has developed a plan 
for the acquisition of compatible word processing equipment or per- 
sonal computers with word processing capability for each Federal 
Defender organization, including branch offices, by tne end of fiscal 
year 1986. The Division is also overseeing a pilot project in the 
Western District of Texas where, for the first time, a Defender organi- 
zation has_ installed personal computers with communications 
capabilities in two distant locations (San Antonio and E] Paso). 


Review of Judicial Deskbooks 


During the year, the Division reviewed and proposed amend- 
ments to two extensive deskbooks prepared by the FJC for secretaries 
to district court judges and for chief judges of district courts. It is now 
reviewing a Vietim Witness Manual prepared by the Department of 
Justice. 
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JUDICIAL APPROPRIATIONS AND EXPENDITURES 
FISCAL YEAR 1964 


For the fourth consecutive year, the judiciary began the fiscal 
year without its appropriation bill enacted by both Houses of the 
Congress. Funding was initially authorized through passage of a joint 
resolution (Public Law 98-107), approved October 1, 1983, which al- 
lowed the judiciary to operate at the spending levels contained in the 
appropriation act. The President signed the judiciary's appropriations 
bill on November 28, 1983 (Public Law 98-166). The total spending 
authority for 1984, exclusive of the Supreme Court, amounted to 
$868,134,000, of which $700,000 was transferred from the appropria- 
tion "Pretrial Services Agencies." This represents an increase of 
approximately 9.1 percent above the budget authority for fiscal year 
1983, and is approximately one-tenth of one percent of the total 
Federal budget. 


The Congress has not, as of July 31, 1984, approved the judi- 
ciary's supplemental appropriations requests for pay costs and program 
requirements for fiscal year 1984. The amounts of the supplemental 
appropriations expected to be approved by both the House and the 
Senate are detailed in Table 26. As a result of delays in filling new and 
vacant positions and the transfer of funds from other appropriations, 
the judiciary was able to absorb the entire amount of the pay cost 
supplemental. This absorption takes into consideration the effect of 
the additional one-half percent pay raise authorized by the Omnibus 

t Reconciliation Act of 1983, Public Law 98-270, approved April 
18, 1984. Funds have been included in the pay cost supplemental for 
the 4 percent pay raise for Article III judges which was authorized by 
the Tax Reform Act of 1983, Public Law 98-369, approved July 18, 
1984, 


In addition to the pay cost supplemental two program supple- 
mentals were requested by the judiciary. For the appropriation 
"Defender Services," $4,000,000 of the $4,750,000 requested is ex- 
pected to be approved. The major portion of this supplemental! is 
required to effect settlement of cl_ims by panel attorneys anc related 
expert services. The total request of $3,545,000 for the appropriation 
"Bankruptcy Courts, Salaries and Expenses” is expected to be ap- 
proved. This amount is required to offset the increases experienced in 
bankruptcy postage and printing costs. It is anticipated that the 
Congress will include a third program supplemental for 1984 for the 
appropriation "Expenses of Operation and Maintenance of the Courts." 
The fiscal year 1985 budget request contained $2,125,000 for the first 
year of a five-year program for "telephone systems acquisitions." In 
licu of providing 1985 budget authority for this purpose, it is expected 
that the Congress will authorize 2 1984 program supplemental! in the 
amount of $1,125,000 "to remain available until expended." 
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As displayed in Table 26, the total budget authority for fiscal 

year 1984, assuming final Congressional approval of the pay cost and 
am supplemental appropriations, is $875,104,000, The Judic al 
Dollar graph reflects the cost of various programs and activities in the 


judiciary. 
Table 26 
Statement of tion Accounts for the Judiciary, 
(Exclusive of me Court), Piseal Year 1004 
(Amounts in Thousands of Dollars) 
Supplemental 
Appropriations * 


Appropriation Accounts 


Court of Appeals for the Federal Cireuit: 
Salaries and Expenses 


Court of International Trade: 


Salaries and Expenses cc eee 5,675 50 5,725 
Courts of Appeals, District Courts, and 
Other Judicial Services: 
Salaries Of ccc rere eee e nnn 69,500 | 3,776 : 73,275 
Salaries of Supporting Personnel ... 66 ccc cece eee 330,000 | 2,500 - 332,500 J sv 
Defender Services (Criminal Justice Act)... . 6.6.05. 000 | 465 «= 4,000 |S aiaes 
Pees of Jurors and Commissioners on. cc ccc eee ee 43,500 | 1,100 - 4? 400 - 
Expenses of Operation and 2 4 
Maintenance of the Courte. eee e 76,350 | -4,000 1,125 72,475 4 7) 
Bankruptey Courts, Salaries and Expenses ..... 5555+ 100,695 | 3,400 3,545 107,840 
Services for Dependent Offenders... 6.666000 5,000 - - 6,000 (0 4 
Space and Facilities 6c cece eee eee eee ewenens 142,624 | -6,260 “1,000. 136,364 
Court Geourity ..ccccccccccsvccccsseescesecese 16,600 . - 16,600 1 
Total tor Courts of Distriet Courts, Mod 
and Other Judicial 022,559 -220 7,670 830,000 
Administrative Office, U.S, Courts: 
Salaries and BXpenses occ eee ee eeeeeeeeeunne 26,075 26,075 


6,445 


$067,434 


$7,670 | $875,104 


*Assumes approval of supplemental requests, partially by transfer from other appropriations. 


FISCAL YEAR 1985 


On May 23, 1984, the House Appropriations Committee (H.R. 
5712) recommended appropriations (excluding the Supreme Court) for 
fiscal year 1985 in the amount of $968,712,000. The full House, 
however, in an amendment, voted an across-the-board reduction, with 
the exception of the appropriation "Salaries of Judges," of 4 percent 
which resulted in a total bill of $932,945,120. The Senate approved 
appropriations totalling $968,190,000, which is $35,244,880 more than 
the House. On August 2, 1984, the Committee of the Conference of 
the two Houses met to "iron out" their differences and approved appro- 
priations totalling $961,518,000. On August 9, 1984, the bill, as re- 
ported out of Conference, was approved by the C and sent to 
the President for signing. Table %7 displays the funding levels by 


appropriation. 
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United States Courte 
THE JUDICIAL DOLLAR 


PIBCAL VEAR 1004 


TOTAL BUDGET 8876,104,000 


National Courts 1¢ 


Administrative Office and / 


Federal Judicial Center 4¢ 
Salaries of Judges 0¢ 


Bankruptey Courts 
Salaries and Expenses 
* Spece and Facilities 
(inel. furniture and 
furnishings) 164 
⸗ 


Salaries of Probation Officers Salaries of Supporting Personnel . 24¢ 
and Staff 10¢ 


ete Excdudes US Supreme Coun 
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Table 27 


Congaretive Statement of New tudget (Obligational) yy ted Vor Fisoal Year 1084 
nd Dudget Estimates and Amounts Approved for Fiseal Year 1065 


(Amounts in Thousands of Dollars) 
Nudge t 1965 = 
Authority Hudget House Senate onal 
Appropriation Accounts ieee? Ratimates | Allowance** Allowance | Allowance*** 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Cireuits 
Salaries and Rapenaes..... e rere nnee $ 4,730 $ 6414 $ 5,150 $ 5,150 $ 5,150 
Court of International Trade: 
Salaries and Lxpenses seeeeeeeeeeeee seeeeeeeeeeeee 6,725 6,006 6,070 6,070 6,070 
Courts of ls, District Courts, and 
Other Judicial Services: 
Salaries Of JUdgOS. cc ccc eee eee ceeeeeeevens 73,275 74,200 74,540 74,540 74,540 
Salaries of Supporting Personne! * 332,500 362,460 370,255 374,400 370,228 
Defender Services (Criminal Justice Act). eoveceeecere 41,465 43,715 42,760 42,000 42,000 
Fees of Jurors and Commissioners . ereeeeeeee ‘ eee 42,400 43,500 43,500 42,000 42,000 
Expenses of Operation and 
Maintenance of the Courts... 6666065 TEETETELTT 72,475 108,270 102,581 102,000 101,500 
Rankruptey Courts, Salaries and Expenses ... 6.66666 107,840 119,960 117,500 116,950 116,950 
Services for Drug ———— Oender ............. 5,000 - - - . 
Space and Facilities oo... cece * X 136,364 158,250 143,026 142,000 140,000 
Court Security eeeeeeeeeeeee eee eeeeeeeeeeee ee 16,690 25,280 25,500 25,500 25,500 
Total for Courts of —— Courts, 
and Other Judicial *eee sere 7 ,. . 630,009 955,635 919,662 919,390 012,718 
Administrative Office, U.S, Courts: 
TYTTTITI TTT Tire eeeves TeTTT 26,075 29,360 28,500 28,250 26,250 
Federal Judicial Center: 
Salaries and Expenses... 66 ccc cee — XX 6,565 9,631 9,330 9,330 9,330 
Grand Toial..... TEPEEEREEEEE TEE eovcccns $875,104 | $1,007,136 $968,712 $968,190 $961,518 
se The full House voted — 
** The full House voted an reduction of 4 percent (with the exception of "Salaries of Judges") which resulted in a 
total bill of $932,945,120. 


*** As reported out of the Committee of Conference. 
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As noted, the Congress has approved appropriations (excluding 
the Supreme Court) for fiscal year 1985 in the total amount of 
$961,518,000. This represents an increase of $86,414,000, or 9.9 per- 
cent, above the amount available for 1984, but is $45,618,000 less than 
the original amount requested. Approximately 35 percent, or 
$15,726,000, of the reduction relates to Congress placing a 7 percent 
cap on increased payments to GSA for rental of space in government- 
owned buildings. The major portion of the remaining reduction is for 
salaries and expenses of new positions denied by the Congress as 
detailed below. 


Salaries of Judges 


The 1985 allowance of $74,540,000 reflects an increase of 
$1,265,000 and provides for nine additional senior judges as well as 
annualization of the January 1984 pay raise. 


Salaries of Supporting Personnel 


The Congressional allowance of $370,228,000 includes funding 
for 688 additional supporting personnel for the courts of appeals and 
district courts but denied the restoration of 173 pretrial services 
positions which were authorized in 1984 but were not included in the 
House allowance. In addition, all 147 pretrial services positions re- 
quested for fiscal year 1985 were denied. Consequently, there will only 
be 153 positions available for the Pretrial Services Program in 1985. 
The conferees agreed that base funding for the program will be re- 
stored when the issue concerning the authorization for this program is 
resolved by the House and Senate Judiciary Committees. 


The new positions authorized include: 15 full-time magistrates 
and related staff; 20 legal assistants for magistrates; 5 supporting 
personnel for circuit executives; 31 deputy clerks for the courts of 
appeals; 1 attorney; 2 secretaries for the central legal staffs in the 
courts of appeals; 19 positions for expansion of the National Court 
Library System; and 18 supporting personnel for judges who take senior 
status. In addition, 248 of the 330 positions requested for the 
Probation Service were approved, as were 300 of the 428 positions 
requested for deputy clerks in the district courts. Both the House and 
Senate agreed that the pro se law clerk program not be expanded until 
it is re-evaluated by the Judicial Conference. 


Defender Services 


The amount approved for the operation of Federal defender 
organizations and the compensation of court-appointed attorneys is 
$42,000,000, an increase of $535,000 over the amount available for 
1984. The Senate noted that this amount may not be sufficient if the 
projected workload increases and stated thet it would consider a sup- 
plemental request if it proves necessary. The House noted the substan- 
tial increase in transcript costs over the last few years and requested 
that the AO review these expenditures to determine if all of such 
transcripts are necessary and report its findings to the Committee. 
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Fees of Jurors and Commissioners 


The 1985 allowance of $42,000,000 represents a decrease of 
$400,000 from the amount available for 1984 and is $1,500,000 less 
than the amount requested, Both the House and Senate noted the 
progress made by the judiciary in the management and utilization of 
jurors and the reduction was based on the assumption that further 
improvements will be realized. If the expected savings are not 
forthcoming, a supplemental request will be considered. 


Expenses of Operation and Maintenance of the Courts 


The amount authorized for 1985, $101,500,000, is an increase of 
$29,025,000 over the amount available for 1984. Almost one-half of 
this increase is associated with two transfers from other 
appropriations: (1) the sum of $8,622,000 was transferred from the 
appropriation "Space and Facilities" for the purchase of furniture and 
furnishings; and (2) the sum of $5,500,000 from the appropriation 
"Services for Drug Dependent Offenders" for drug aftercare treatment 
for probationers and parolees. 


The reduction from the budget request ($6,770,000) takes into 
account the expenses related to the denial of some new positions, a 
lower level of expansion of automated systems, savings on lawbook 
purchases and telephone line access charges, and the deferral of some 
furniture purchases. As noted in the section on fiscal year 1984, sup- 
plemental funds are being made available in 1984 for telephone systems 
acquisitions. 


Bankruptcy Courts, Salaries and Expenses 


The 1985 allowance of $116,950,000 represents an increase of 
$9,110,000 over the amount available in 1984, Of this amount, 
$3,560,000 was transferred from the account "Space and Facilities" for 
the procurement of furniture and furnishings. The allowance provides 
for the conversion of 250 temporary positions to permanent status and 
provides funding for electronic sound recording and telephone systems 
acquisitions. Funds for the estate administrator and support positions 
requested to replace the U.S. Trustees program were disallowed. 


Services for Drug Dependent Offenders 
The sum of $5,500,000, the full amount of the request for this 


program, was transferred to the appropriation "Expenses of Operation 
and Maintenance of the Courts." 
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Spece and Facilities 


The sum of $140,000,000 was authorized for 1985, representing 
an increase of $3,636,000 over the amount available in 1984, but is 
$18,250,000 less than the amount requested. Most of this decrease (77 
percent) results from the Congress placing a cap of 7 percent on in- 
crease for space rental charges by the GSA in government-owned 
buildings. As mentioned aboy 2, funds were transferred to the accounts 
"Expenses of Operation and Maintenance of the Courts" and 
"Bankruptcy Courts, Salaries and Expenses" for furniture procurement 
and $407,000 was transferred to the U.S. Marshals Service for the 
rental of holding cells heretofore paid by the judiciary. In addition, 
reductions were made consistent with the lower personnel levels 


approved by the Congress. 
Court Security 


The 1985 allowance of $25,500,000 reflects an increase of 
$6,810,000 over the amount available for 1984. This amount includes 
the transfer of $280,000 and eight positions from the U.S. Marshals 
Service and the establishment of five additional posiiions for 
administering court security contracts. 


ALLOCATIONS FOR LOCAL PROCUREMENT OF CONSUMABLE 
SUPPLIES AND MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


Beginning with fiscal year 1984, a change in the authorization 
es for local procurement of supplies and services was initiated 
which significantly reduced the number of forms submitted by the 
courts. A single allocation was made to the "supply liaison officer" in 
each court for all consumable supplies and miscellaneous services for 
the entire court. In the past, each court official was required to sub- 
mit a separate annual request for local supply purchases. Separate 
requests were also required for large quantity purchases (such as copier 
paper) and one-time purchases which exceeded $25 per unit cost. This 
change has been well received by the courts and has effectively re- 
duced the number of authorization forms processed by one-half. Other 
areas of expenditures, such as rental of copy equipment, are being 
examined to determine if a similar single annual allocation would 
benefit court operations. 
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REVISION OF THE BUDGET FORMULATION PROCESS 


At its September 1983 meeting, the Judicial Conference ap- 
proved a resolution submitted by the Budget Committee which provides 
for the revision of the budget call for the courts of appeals, district 
courts, and bankruptcy courts to place greater emphasis on current 
operating requirements rather than projections for use in the budget 
formulation process. With the development and refinement of work 
measurement formulas over the last several years, the budget requests 
for most field personnel are based on nationwide caseload statistics and 
application of these formulas. The revised budget call does, however, 
provide the opportunity for the courts to advise the AO of any special 
circumstances indigenous to a specific court location which would 
require additional personnel or other resources so that these require- 
ments can be included in the judiciary's budget request to the 
Congress. The revised budget call also included new schedules which 
requested information on the status of fund allocations provided to the 
court in fiscal year 1984 and projected needs for fiscal year 1985. In 
addition, estimated operating requirements were requested for an 
expanded number of object classes of expenditures. This information 
will be used in determining funding allocations next year, as well as 
possible expansion in the number of classes of expenditures covered by 
annual fund allocations in fiscal year 1985. 


SURVEY OF INTERNAL CONTROL PRACTICES 


The Financial Management Division developed and distributed a 
series of internal control checklists that the clerks of court may use to 
assess their financial management internal control practices. Each 
clerk has been requested to complete a separate series of checklists for 
their principal office's financial management operations and also for 
each divisional office engaged in significant financial activity. The 
clerks were also requested to document alternative procedures that 
they have adopted in their individual courts which, in their opinion, 
fulfill the intent of the internal control requirements published in the 
Guide to Judiciary Policies and Procedures. Every alternative proce- 
dure that is identified will be evaluated by the Financial Management 
Division, and the clerk will be advised of our opinion as to its internal 
control adequacy. In addition, alternative procedures adopted by the 
courts will be summarized and evaluated for possible revisions to the 
Guide. As a result of this survey, technical assistance will be offered 
to courts that have unique financial internal control problems. 


Ld 
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TRAVEL 


The AO has initiated, on a pilot basis, participation in two GSA 
programs designed to assist government employees traveling on official 
business, as follows: 


1, The use of travel agencies under contract with GSA for making 
all official travel arrangements such as transportation and 
lodging. Travel Management Centers (TMC) and Scheduled 
Airlines Traffic Offices (SATO) have been established in all 
major Federal centers. All judiciary travelers are urged to use 
the services of the TMCs and the SATOs to the maximum 
extent possible. 


2. The use of Diners Club Government Credit Cards for payment 
of allowable expenses incurred in connection with official 
business. These cards cannot be used for any personal 
expenditures. 


To assist judiciary travelers, the Financial Management Division 
has established a Travel Information Office. This office will dissemi- 
nate information on the operation of the pilot projects as more experi- 
ence is gained, as well as other pertinent travel information impacting 
on judiciary employees. 


INTERIM CJA 20 VOUCHERS 


The procedures for handling interim payment to counsel are set 
forth in the Guide to Judiciary Policies and Procedures, Volume VI, 
Section A, Chapter 2, Paragraph 2.30, together with Appendix E. In an 
effort to expedite the processing and payment of claims submitted on 
interim CJA 20 vouchers by court-appointed counsel, the Financial 
Management Division has implemented a procedure which gives priority 
to all interim vouchers. Interim vouchers are currently being processed 
for payment within three or four working days of receipt rather than 
the normal eight to ten working days for other CJA vouchers. By 
putting interim vouchers on a fast payment track, we hope to be more 
responsive to the needs of the court-appointed counsel. 


PAYROLL AUDIT 


For the second consecutive year, a questionnaire requesting 
confirmation of selected payroll data was mailed to approximately 
19,000 judiciary personnel during March 1984. Responses to the ques- 
tionnaire were solicited only if the payroll information being confirmed 
was in error. Of the 181 questionnaires returned, only 48 question- 
naires provided information which required adjusting existing personnel 
or payroll records. These figures represent a significant decrease in 
comparable figures for the questionnaires mailed in March 1983. That 
mailing resulted in 375 questionnaires being returned of which 110 
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provided information that required adjustments to personnel and pay- 
roll records. The small number of questionnaires returned, and the 
smaller number of questionnaires requiring changes to existing person- 
nel and payroll records, are the direct result of the benefit realized 
from the intensive, on-going payroll audit conducted over the past 
three-year period. The Audit Branch will continue its present practice 
of auditing all monthly and bi-weekly payrolls, as well as conducting 
specia) audits from time to time, such as the annual confirmation of 
selected payroll data, in order to provide continued assurance that all 
judiciary employees are being paid in a proper manner. 


FINANCIAL LOSSES AND IRREGULARITIES IN ACCOUNTS 


During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, there were 
eight losses totaling $910.50 reported to the AO by the courts. This 
compares with four losses totaling $249.45 during the prior year. Of 
the 12 losses reported during the past two years, the AO has recovered 
the funds in seven cases and granted relief in one case. As of June 30, 
1984, there are four losses pending resolution: one has been sent to the 
Comptroller General's Office requesting relief; two occurred from 
counterfeit bills and have been reported to the Secret Service; and the 
remaining loss is pending receipt of the final report from the court that 
suffered the loss. 


REGISTRY FUNDS 


There is a total of $691,315,356 in the registry fund account of 
the U.S. courts. This represents an increase of $226.3 million or 32.7 
percent over the prior year. Of the $691,315,356 there is $586,427,874 
in the custody of the district courts and $104,887,482 in the custody of 
the bankruptcy courts. These moneys are deposited as follows: 


Deposits Percent 
=F 
, POET TETETTSTETTTTTTTTTT Tt $691,315,356 | 100.0 
U.S. Treasury..... TEETTECUTTLILTT TT 48,250,646 7.0 
Local Depositaries: 
Non-Interest Bearing Accounts ........ 3,734,419 0.5 
Interest Bearing Accounts 
(Including U.S. Securities) ............ 639,330,291 92.5 


On August 1, 1983, Rule 67 of the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure was amended in three ways. These amendments require that 
(1) the clerk must be served with an order of deposit; (2) registry funds 
received under Rule 67 must be deposited in an interest-bearing ac- 
count or instrument; and (3) the interest-bearing acco: ‘t or instrument 


must be approved by the court. 
" /@ 


As a result of the requirement that registry funds received 
under Rule 67 be deposiied in an interest-bearing account or instru- 
ment, there has been a substantial reduction in the amount of money 
deposited into the Treasury and a corresponding increase in the money 
deposited into interest-bearing accounts and instruments. This is borne 
out by the fact that although the Registry Fund increased by $226.3 
million, the funds in the Treasury account decreased by $9.7 million, 
the funds in non-interest bearing accounts declined by $1.3 million, and 
the money on deposit in interest-bearing accounts and instruments rose 
by $237.2 million. 


Because of the large sums of money being deposited into 
interest-bearing accounts rather than the Treasury, the clerks' offices 
are burdened with an additional workload and the problems related to 
obtaining and maintaining sufficient collateral for those deposits which 
exceed the $100,000 insurance coverage provided by the FDIC and 
FSLIC. 


The present system of obtaining collateral has been unsatisfac- 
tory because of the long period of time it takes for Treasury to advise 
the judiciary that the securities have been pledged. In order to reduce 
the time lag and provide adequate protection promptly, we have sub- 
mitted a proposed change in the collateralization procedures to 
Treasury. Treasury is currently reviewing our proposal and the initial 
response indicates that they are in agreement with the changes. 


Tables 28 and 29 show the amounts on deposit in the Treasury 
and in local depositaries for the respective district and bankruptcy 
courts. 


Table 28 


U.S. Distriet Courts 
Registry Punds in the Custody of the U.S. District Courts es of June 30, 1984 
Non- Non- 
Us Interest Interest U.S. Interest Interest 
District Treasury Bearing District Treasury Bearing Bearing 
Total... $48,250,646 $2,497,871  $535,679,357 NC, M 87,129 - - 
— NC, W 581,889 - 136,925 
sos 7,e34 - 230,214 ea 106,826 - 373,027 
ALN. 30,702 - 808,033 ll et amaes 84,798 - 1,011,910 
AL, M.. 256 - 2,724,351 el 91, - 763 
at 13,625 - 1,713,682 ened 1,613,310 - 4,787,474* 
AR,E.. | 127,070 - 7,858,725° nee 477,102 - 12,014,896° 
AR, W. 186,549 - 1,284,813 Th ees : - ° 
ie 716,581 - 1,508,077 yeep 1,120,200 - 199,400 
CA,N.. 1,157 - 12,999,211 NY, N 406, - - 
CA,E.. | 1,635,466 - 8,704, NY, 1,308,407 - 17,502,831° 
eae .. | 2,326,513 - 14,368,479° NY, S$ 3,532,334 - 10,872,677° 
CA,S . “(1,038,949 - 9,915,981° NY, W 348,967 - 29, 
ine «683,704 - ),498,861 OH, N 807,638 22 652,559 
—— ⸗ ⸗ä 5,471 409,402 OH, $ 3,810 541,018 
—— ,338,319° OK, N 240,427 - 431,878 
ane 68,315 - 4,987,235° OK, E 104,000 420,632 239,444 
FL, N 18,622 : 449,437 OK, W 607,179 - 22,056,663 
FL, M - 1,900 3,944, alti 242,724 - 1,042, 990° 
a ; - : 12,770,647 PA, E 888,235 - 10,777,666 
GA, N | 31,115 : 4,283,738 PA, M 341,841 - 1,743,210 
GA, M 6,535 - 3,821,801 PA, Ww 274,394 - 1,148,291° 
GA, $ - - 881,384 tt stems 3,641,930 - 24,708 
— 4,672 401,241 etapa 124,336 - 102,297 
——— «427,297 - 1,197,911 3,031,022 - 7,893,457° 
i «03,880 - 374,757 eben 3, - 407, 
— | «956,978 : 1,599,582 TNE. 647,504 - 373,501 
— wv 48,012 - 703,675 TN, M.. 210,013 - 410,443 
« eee 1,411,975 : 19,174,154* TN, Ww. - 383,358 
i. 168,617 - 88,690 TX,N.. 339,804 98,021 13,100,174 
ea 282,594 : 283,672 TX,E. 993,032 - 037 
poo —s- 720, 305 - 755,269° or 1,802,430 - 10,155,378* 
ha | 386,847 - 5,219,276" | TX,W 1,346,793 : 2,946, 
— ⸗ 681,538 182,260,057° pn 315,879 - 7,624,054° 
KY,E _—s- $41,930 - 808, 463° VA,E.. 1,894,261 - 2,863,890 
KY, W - 430,358 582,399 VA, W.. 46, - 725,831° 
LA, - : 4,663,239° v⸗⸗ 729,70 455 
LA, M - - 1,587,886 ⸗ $2,000 - 19,013 
LA, W 71,543 - 2,498,490 WA,E 346,972 - 52,026 
a. oo oio 1,440,403° WA, W 44,481 - 4,202,844° 
—t 29,718 : 2,261,015 WILE..... 103,497 - 2,373,649° 
oye $67,222 : 97,341 wi, W 222,142 - - 
on 669,792 : 4,254,493° wv, N : - 1,525,655 
Mi, W | +: 227,289 - 572,249° wy,s 202,368 - 5,749,570° 
rT «471,863 : 717,555° — 11,818,929 
MO, E os ↄꝛs 42,473 5,196,130° 
MO, W 270,225 80,133 . Commercia! Both 
MS, N 3,333 : 2,114,721 Treasury Banks Treasury and 
99 | «285,600 : 954,254 Only Only Commercial 
peor | 187,662 - 12,614,107 
NC, E | 313,443 : 403,416 3 13 78 
* The amount invested in the U.. Treasury Securities was 446,073. 


United States Courts 


REGISTRY FUNDS IN THE FEDERAL COURTS 


Total (100%) 


600 | Interest Bearing (92.5%) 


100 | 


—— — — 
$0 | — 


10770 vers oros veso (1881 wse 1888) 1004 


Source: Administrative Office of the US. Courts 
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Table 29 


U.S. Courts 
Registry Funds in the Custody of the U.S. Bankruptcy Courts as of June 30, 1984 
Local Depositaries Local Depositaries 
Non- Non- 
Interest Interest Interest interest 
District Bearing Beari1g District Bearing Bearing 
Total seer $1,236,548 $103,650,934 MT eeeeeee © 88,146 
— NC, B nce. 100 135,875 
A scores 2,312 355,105 NC,M..... - 7,167,771° 
AL, N ..... 27,555 126,463 NC,W. 4,188 - 
AL, M ..+0. 6,119 82,860 TP eecaces 23 618,065 
AL, $. 2... 59 398,107 BE ccccece 13,186 169,141 
AR, E..... - 176,289 Te eenence - - 
AR, W..... - - E>. ceeeane 1,319 979,459 
BE ccacene 1,582 217,985 NM ....46-. - 222,103 
CA,N ..... 1,202 2,669,494 NMi owas - - 
CA,E..... - 136,001 NV... - 2,121,947 
CA,C... - 156,494 NY,N..... - 267,548 
CALS ..00- 120 253,969 Se ccace 2,750 - 
co seeeeee > 8,833,789 NY, Ss . . = $,413,516* 
Oe aasecac - 7,614 NY,W..... - - 
TS acencas - - OH, N..... 8,725 117,260 
TD ecccace - 42,524 OH,S ..... 441,655 16,877 
EVSE 25 19,648 OK,N..... 2,942 23,465 
PE, nncce 63,626 236,157 OK,E..... - 77,708 
PL, B...00. - 60,875 OK,W..... 3,115 3,809,857 
GA,N..... 3,166 850,251° GR cocccac - 428,608 
GA,M..... 169 215,477 PA,E ..... 82,089 398,246 
GA, S$ ...- - 189,871 PA, M ° - 16,026 
GE nncccce - - PA,W..... 6,517 - 
Ti ancannne 22,253 207,065 PR. . 160,821 17,309,267 
IA, N...... 11,077 J . 
E 7,809 TBs ccccece - - 
TP anacacac 6,938 22,826 EFE 29 11,785 
a acanne 13,229 1,107,755 TN,E ..... 23,513 471,425° 
Bn. © ncnccce 13,322 - TN,M. . - 342,611 
*s‘ awe 461 100,536 TN,W..... 3€,682 113,201 
IN, N...... 2,236 93,031 Te acces 2,038 4,331,215 
A once 100 87,434 TX,E. 16,487 - 
— —— eee 97,086 1,360,582 TH, $...... - 21,027,446 
D.. 6,250 11,592 TX,W..... - 1,557,282 
|. ee 1,028 69,286 Te eaacace - 464,791 
E 6,230 1,640,683° We cccac 5,681 111,388 
nn aseas 5,695 17,826 VA, W - - 
BA @ ..... 40,663 19,106 — - 
MA on ccces . 179,530 EFEE 
19,143 - WA,E..... J 48,909 
Te Beencce - 128,547 WA,W..... 380 14,743,174* 
 . 750 29,843 WI,E...... 395 ’ 
WW ..... - 338,982 WLW ..... - : 
we - 51,539 VV, N..... 
WOE ..... 54,001 28,433 W468 ..... J 352,001° 
MO, B..... 10 17,977 eres - 77,066 
WS,N..... - 440 
| en 17,506 41,315 


* The amount invested in U.S. Treasury Securities was $23,77° 788. 
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REPORT OF COMPLAINTS FILED AND ACTION TAKEN 
UNDER TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTION 372(c) 


Any person alleging that a Federal judge or magistrate has 
engaged in conduct prejudicial to the effective and expeditious admin- 
istration of the business of the courts, or that such officer cannot 
discharge all the duties of the office because of physical or mental 
disability, may file a complaint with the clerk of the appropriate court 
of appeals or national court pursuant to Titie 28 U.S.C. Section 
37z(c). Such complaints are initially reviewed by the chief judge of the 
court, who may dismiss the complaint if it is (1) not in compliance with 
the filing provisions of Section 372(c); (2) directly related to the merits 
of a judicial decision; or (3) frivolous. The chief judge may also con- 
clude the proceeding if corrective action has been taken or may 
appoint a special committee to investigate the allegetions in the com- 
plaint on behalf of the judicial council. The judicial councils are 
granted power to take appropriate action, except that in no circum- 
stances may the council order removal from office of a judge amaointed 
to serve during good behavior under Article III of the Const* 9». 


The disposition of complaints is not judicially » ».2wals on 
appeal (as provided by Section 372(c10)). The comple ‘the 
judicial officer may, however, petition the judicial council .. eview 
of any order of a chief judge dismissing a complaint. Petition may also 
be made to the Judicial Conference for review of judicial ccuncil 
orders issued after special committee investigation. The Conference is 
permitted to act on such petitions directly or to establish a standing 
committee to take final action on its behalf. In July 1982, the Chief 
Justice appointed the Judicial Conference Committee to Review 
Circuit Council Conduct and Disability Orders, consisting of three U.S. 
judges, who act for the Conference in its review responsibility under 
Section 372(¢)(10). 


The preceding procedures were established by the Judicial 
Councils Reform and Judicial Conduct _and Disability Act of 1980 
(effective October 1, 1981). The Act also requires the Director of the 
AO to report on the nature of complaints filed and their disposition. 
This is the third report submitted in accordance with the requirement. 


During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, the 
number of complaints filed rose 18.2 percent to 175. Each individual 
complaint may involve multiple allegations against several court 
officials. In 1984, for example, 175 complaints were filed naming 127 
court of appeals judges; 151 district judges; 16 Article I judges; 32 
magistrates; and 5 other court personnel. There were 8 allegations 
that a judicial officer was unable to discharge all duties of the office 
because of mental disability; 5 allegations of physical disability; 134 
allegations of conduct prejudicial to the effective and expeditious 
administration of the courts; and 93 allegations that were outside the 
jurisdiction of Title 28 U.S.C. Section 372. 
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There were 161 complaints concluded duri pe the year, 24,8 
percent more than last year. nce again the majority of complaints 
were handled directly by the chief judges of the courts of appeals or 
national courts. The chief judges dismissed 101 complaints, ruling that 
15 were not in conformity with the statute; 70 were directly related to 
the merits; and 16 were frivolous. They found that appropriate action 
had already been taken in 5 complaints and 1 was withdrawn by the 
complainant. The remaining 54 complaints were disposed of by the 
judicial councils of the circuits. Fifty-one reached the councils on 
petition for review and three were referred to the judicial council by 
the chief judge. The judicial councils dismissed all but one of the 
complaints. In that case, the council recommended that the judge be 
privately censured. There were 46 complaints pending on June 30, 
1984, 43.8 percent more than a year ago. 


There was one petition to the Judicial Conference Committee 
for review of a judicial council order. The Committee dismissed the 
petition ruling that the Judicial Conference did not have jurisdiction to 
review the decision. 


Table 30 summarizes the number of complaints pending on 
July 1, 1983, the number of complaints filed and concluded during 1984, 
and the number of complaints pending on June 30, 1984, for each 
circuit and the two national courts. 


Tate 30 
of Complaints Filed 


Heport and Action Taken 
Under Authority of Tithe 28 U.S.C, feetion 37 Tine 
During (he Ty elve Month Period Ended June 30, | 064 
Crews National Courts 
Summary of Activity Total | Pea }DC | it | and | aed | ain | sem | en | Ten | mn | von | rien cc | cr 
—s 
Complaints Pending om duly 1, 1089 ee | 0 i a -_ 5 0 6 BY 0 0 0 
Compbaieta Phd een nnn 176 i 1 i 24 J 10 18 15 16 15 7 a 0 0 
Officials Complained About: 
WD scccccecceccerecececceeeeces 127 | - 5 0 1 1 5 7 . 10 . 2 
— — — 16) > & ” “ 6 wu 16 16 i 7 18 
National COWUE occ errr renee . . . - - . . . . . . 
Bankruptey Judges eee nee 16 p| . . i - 5 | 1 
MVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVV— 1 4 i ‘4 6 : 2 1 
m 4 - . i . . : . 
Nature of \liegations: 
Mente DMDUILY Creer eee enn 4 - 8 - 
Physioml DipaDillty 6c cere eee nes fy ‘ 1 - 
Coe Allegations Within Section 372 
TY PPE TELILILEEEELE iM 5 J 4 62 5 10 ” i3 15 5 1 5 
pa. Not Within Section 972 sevveeecees 93 A J 9 6 ou ” 5 2 is 4 a1 
Complaints Com@buted ones 161 1 i 6 25 20 8633 19 11 10 * 12 8 0 0 
Action By Chief J 
Com Diam 
ot in Conformity With 
RACER ccc rccrereeeeeerreeeeeeens 16 . : l 1 2 1 . 10 - . 
Directly Related to Decision 
oF Procedural Ruling. 6. eee 70 - 4 4 5 ’ 4 3 11 ‘4 i ® . . 
DOUEEOE cc cccccccceecececcccccceces 16 1 - l 1 : 4 2 - 1 1 : 1 - . 
Coneluded, Appropriate Action TAMON oc eee eee 5 - i - 1 1 . - i - 
Complaint WINMAWE Coc eee eee nnn i - . . - - - . ° i . . 
Batetad. cccrcccrcvecccevecccveces 107 1 6 11 18 16 6 4 5 i 2 0 0 
Action By Judicial Councils: 
Directed Ciief District Judge to 
Take Action (Magistrates only)... 6.66066. . : @ - - - - J 
Certified en J 
57 Voluntary Retirement TITTTTTTrTi —— - - - - - - . - . - 
Temporary Suspension of Case 
DEG osseeeeecesveveeeeoesce - . - . . . . . . . . : : 
Privately Ceomured. 6.6 l - - - - : - - - - 1 - - 
Publicly Compur@d. 66 cee eee unne - . * ~ ° ° . e ° ° ° . . 
Ordered Other Appropriate Action. ........65. . - : : ° « . ° . . . * . 
Diamiased the Complaimt.. 6... enne 53 - l - 4 15 5 —1 5 1 2 1 6 - 
Referred Complaint to Judicial 
CORIGPORED coisccccccccveseceseceees - - - . - . . . . . ° e 9 ° 
BAER, ccc cccccccccccccccccccece 54 0 1 0 14 15 5 3 5 1 5 1 6 0 0 
Complaints Pending on Jume 10, 1904... 6 ees 46 o 2 5 10 1 0 0 7 i 13 0 3 0 


CC - US, Claims Court 
CIT - Court of International Trade 
* Revised 


REPORT OF FEES AND EXPENSES 
AWARDED UNDER THE EQUAL ACCESS TO JUSTICE ACT OF 1980 


The Equal Access to Justice Act 


The Equal Access to Justice Act, Title Il of P.L. 96-481, 94 
STAT 2325, coor the financial burden on private parties who prevail 
against the U.S. in agency adversary adjudications or non-tort civil 
actions by authorizing the award of attorney fees and expert witness 
fees. The Act also covers outlays for any study, analysis, engineering 
report, test, or project necessary in building a case. To be eligible for 
such an award, the party must prevail and meet certain financial 
requirements of the statute. Even when the private party prevails 
against the U.S. and is determined to be financially eligible, however, 
the attorney fees and other expenses requested can be denied if the 
U.S. can demonstrate that its position was "substantially justified." 
Petitions for fees may also be denied if the court finds that the private 
litigant used delaying tactics or if special circumstances exist which 
would make an award unjust. 


Reporting Requirement 


This is the third report prepared in accordance with Title 28 
U.S.C. Section 2412(dX5), which requires the Director of the AO to 
include in his Annual Report the amount of fees and other expenses 
awarded by the Federal courts under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 2412(d) 
during the preceding fiscal year. The Annual Report, however, is 
prepared for the year ended June 30 not the fiscal year. Consequently, 
the first report only covered the period from the effective date of the 
Act, October 1, 1981 through June 30, 1982. Subsequent reports have 
provided data for an entire year (July 1 through June 30), 


Amendments to Previous Reports 


In the 1982 report, one case was reported as an award when the 
fee petition was actually denied. Table 31 provides revised totals for 
1982. 

Table 31 


Decisions on Equal Access to Justice Act Petitions 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1982 Through 1984 


Percent 
1 2 « 
Petitions 1982 1983 1984 |1984/1983 
Total Number of Petitions......... 33 141 277 96.5 
Petitions Denied. ........66665 22 84 120 42.9 
Petitions Granted.......6eee6. ll 57 157 175.4 
Total Amount Awarded........... $700,338 $1,770,857 $1,270,682 -28.2 


1 Effective October 1, 1981 through June 30, 1982. 
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After the 1983 report was published, data was received on eight 
additional fee determinations made prior to June 30, 1983, These cases 
are included in Table 31, raising the total number of equal access 
petitions terminated during 1983 to 141. Of these petitions, 84 (59.6 
percent) were denied, Federal courts granted 57 petitions, awarding a 
total of $1,770,857. 


Reporting Change 


Beginning July 1, 1983, the Federal courts filed reports when 
equal access petitions were denied because (1) the petitioner was not 
the prevailing party; (2) the petitioner did not file within the 30 day 
statutory limit; (3) the petitioner was financially ineligible; and (4) the 
petitioner should have filed under another fee-shifting statute, These 
cases were not included in previous reports; therefore, comparisons 
between this year's data and previous years must be made with caution. 


Analysis and Summary of 1984 Data 


As shown in Table 31, Federal courts disposed of 277 petitions 
for attorney fees and other expenses under the bua Access to Justice 
Act during the year ended June 30, 1984. Approximately three-fourt 
(209) of these petitions were terminated in the U.S, district courts. 
Fifty-one petitions (18.4 percent) were terminated in the U.S. courts of 
appeals, and 17 (6.1 percent) were terminated in the U.S. Claims 
Court. Table 33 summarizes equal access data by type of court and 
agency. 


Twenty-eight different government agencies were involved in at 
least one equal access decision. Once again, the Department of Health 
and Human Services was the agency most involved in equal access 
cases, accounting for almost two-thirds (175) of the terminated peti- 
tions. Most of these cases involved disputes over the termination of 
disability benefits under the Social Secure Act. Petitioners were 
awarded attorney fees in approximately percent of these cases 
because the court found the U.S. arbitrarily terminated their disability 
benefits. The Internal Revenue Service and the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development were each involved in 11 decisions. 


Of the 277 petitions terminated, 211 (76.2 percent) were original 
applications under Section 2412(dX1A), after judgment in a civil case 
against the U.S., and 40 (14.4 percent) were original applications under 
Section 2412(dX3), after the court reviewed an agency decision on the 
merits of the case. In one of these latter cases, the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the Federal Circuit held that the Equal Access to Justice 
Act does not authorize the Merit Systems Protection to 
award attorney fees and other expenses in original proceedings before 
that Board; but, does allow the Federal courts to award attorney fees 
in cases appealing MSPB decisions. Twenty were appeals of attorney 
fee determinations made by lower courts. In seven of these cases, the 
court reversed the lower court decision and denied attorney fees. Upon 
review, the courts determined the U.S. position to be "substantially 
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justified" and, therefore, attorney fees should not be awarded. In the 
other 13 appeals, the court affirmed the lower court's decision. Nine 
were denials of attorney fees and four were awards. Cases remanded 
to lower courts for further proceedings are not included in this report. 


Six petitions were for leave to appeal a fee determination made 
by an administrative agency under Title 5 U.S.C. Section 504(cX2), The 
courts denied the petition for review on three occasions. In two other 
cases, the court granted the petition for review but affirmed the 
agency's denial of attorney fees. In the sixth case, however, the court 
reversed the NLRB and awarded the attorney fees because the Board's 
position was unreasonable. 


Federal courts granted 157 (56.7 percent) requests for attorney 
fees and expenses, awarding a total of $1,270,682 in 1984. This is not 
the amount received by successful petitioners, however, because the 
U.S. appeals most of the awards. Of the total amount awarded by the 
courts, $1,248,296 was for attorney fees. The remainder was for 
studies, analyses, engineering reports, tests or projects ($2,176), expert 
witness fees ($5,520), or other expenses ($14,690) such as travel and 
photocopying. 


Despite the rise in the number of petitions granted, the amount 
awarded by the courts declined 28.2 percent. This paradox is due to 
one extremely large award 1,129,450) granted against the 
Department of Housing and Urban Development in 1983. During 1984, 
the single largest award involved the Department of Agriculture. The 
district court granted $244,300 in attorney fees and $3,510 in expert 
witness fees because the Department's actions were "arbitrary, 
capricious, and an abuse of discretion." Table 32 summarizes the 
number of awards and the total amount awarded against various 
Federal agencies, beginning with the largest total amount awarded. 


Of the 120 denied petitions, 87 (72.5 percent) were denied 
because the court found the U.S. position "substantially justified." The 
Federal agencies involved in these cases were able to demonstrate that 
their positions were reasonable in law and in fact. Twelve were denied 
because the petition was not made in a timely fashion (either 
premature or too late); 6 because the court did not have jurisdiction to 
hear the request; 5 because the petitioner was not the prevailing party; 
5 because the petitioner must file under another fee-shifting statute; 
and 2 because the petitioner was financially ineligible. Finally, three 
petitions were denied because special circumstances made an award 
unjust. One of them was denied because the court questioned the 
attorney's actions and another was denied because the parties had 
agreed to dismiss the case. The third petition was denied because of 
the prompt corrective action taken by the U.S. 
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Table 32 
Awards Granted Under the Equal Access to Justice Act By Agency 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1984 


Total 
Amount 
Awarded 
Agency (Dollars) 


— 
— — > 


——— — —m—— —— 1,270,682 


Dept. of Health & Human Services.........+++:. 350,763 
Dept. of Agriculture ......cceeeeeeceeeecees 325,753 
Dept. of Housing & Urban Development ......... 8 240,896 
Dept. of Labor... . ccc ccecceeeeeveseeeeees 59,449 
Dept. of Defense ..... cc ecesceeesecevecces 52,500 
Civil Aeronautics Board ......ceseeeeeseececs 42,881 
Dept. of Interior. .... cece cece rcceeecevens 40,659 
Office of Personnel Management .............. 35,244 
Army Corps of Engineers .......seeeeeeeeees 26,617 
Internal Revenue Service ......eseeeeeeeeees 20,425 
National Labor Relations Board...........eee6: 16,245 
Dept. of Transportation e*e*eeenerteeeeeseeeeneeeneeeee 14,969 
Dept. of the Army ....cccesccceecceseevens 13,810 
Dept. of the Navy... ...ccecesececevesenees 11,472 
Occupational Safety and Health Admin. ......... 7,194 
Environmental Protection Agency .........++++ 6,102 
Dept. of Commerce .....ccecccsccecevesens 5,703 
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Tabie 33 
Decisions on Applications for Equal Access (o Justice Act Awards By Type of Court and Agency 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1984 


Petitions Denied Petitions Granted Nature and Amount of Awards! 


Total Fees Total Fees Total 
and Expenses and Expenses Amount 
Claimed Claimed Awarded 


1,318,706 1,900,610 1,270,682 


78,213 42,881 
5,703 


24,398 


Board 
Nuclear Regulatory Comm. 
Occupational Sefety and 


Federal Aviation Admin......... 
sg 1 —~— Aye ee e 


174,613 


Table 33 


Rastehene ab Agplinations ta Guysd Setup t centne O58 Quand Op Tine of Cust end Aganey 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1964 


(continued) 


Petitions Denied 


Petitions Granted 


Nature and Amount of Awards! 


Total Fees 


and 
Number Claimed 


Total Fees 
and 
Claimed 


19,489 
50,310 


1,623 
114,768 
15,188 
4,204, 
51,045 
2 


4,781 
10,164, 


26,617 


costs, telephone 
itioner did not specify an amount in the request for attorney fees. 


THE JUDICIARY EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY PROGRAM 


This report is prepared in accordance with a resolution by the 
Judicial Conference requiring the Director of the AO to include in his 
Annual Report an evaluation of the annual report submitted by each 
court on the implementation of its equal employment opportunity plan, 
as well as a copy of each report submitted. A detailed two-volume 
report has been published under separate cover and is being presented 
to the Conference with the Annual Report. 


The Program 


At its September 1979 session, the Judicial Conference reaf- 
firmed its 1966 endorsement of the national policy for a positive pro- 
gram tu ensure equal employment opportunity and directed its Court 
Administration Committee, with the assistance of the AO, to develop a 
model affirmative action plan for adoption by each court. (1979 Conf. 
Rept., p. 58.) The Conference formally approved a model affirmative 
action plan at its March 1980 session. (1980 Conf. Rept., p. 5.) The 
Conference's resolution requires each court to adopt and implement a 
plan based upon the Model Plan, and any modification of the Model 
Plan must be approved by the appropriate Judicial Council. Each court 
must submit a copy of its plan and a copy of any subsequent modifica- 
tion of its plan to the AO. The Model Plan covers all employees except 
judges appointed under Articles I and Ill of the Constitution. Under the 
Model Plan, all employment decisions must be based on merit. 
Employment discrimination on the basis of race, sex, color, national 
origin, religion, age, or handicap is prohibited. The Model Plan also 
provides for the processing of discrimination complaints filed by em- 
ployees or applicants for employment in the courts. Each court has an 
Equal Employment Opportunity Coordinator who is responsible for the 
day-to-day administration of the court's program. Within the AO, the 
Office of Equal Employment Opportunity and Special Projects (EEO 
Office) administers and coordinates the Judiciary Equal Employment 


Opportunity Program. 
Analysis and Summary 


This is the fourth annual report on the operation of the Judiciary 
Equal Employment Opportunity Program in the courts. The data col- 
lected included only full-time permanent and full-time temporary 
indefinite employees. During the twelve month period ended June 30, 
1984, the courts experienced an overall increase in the percentage of 
minorities and women in their work force. 


Percent of | Percent Change 


Work Force 1984/1983 


Women .......... 8 64.4 6.7 
Blacks .....eseeees ‘ 11.3 7.1 
Hispanics .........6:. 6.4 13.0 
ASIANS 2... cc eee eees 1.8 7.5 
American Indians ..... 0.4 9.1 
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The increase in the percentages of minorities and women in the 
work force is directly attributable to the continued intensified efforts 
of the courts to encourage minorities and women to apply for court 
positions. The courts have advertised vacancies in newspapers with 
general circulation, have sent job announcements to minority and 
women's organizations, and have increased their recruitment efforts at 
colleges and universities with high minority and women enrollments. 
These intense recruitment efforts demonstrate the courts’ commitment 
to attracting highly qualified employees who reflect a cross-section of 
the relevant labor markets. As was done during previous reporting 
years, the AO notified all accredited law schools of the availability of 
employment opportunities for law students and law graduates. 


Some courts are still experiencing difficulty in attracting a 
more representative applicant pool. The three most frequently cited 
reasons for the inability to attract qualified minority applicants are the 
low turnover rate in court personnel, noncompetitive salary levels and 
fringe benefits, and budgetary constraints that allow many courts to 
offer only temporary short-term appointments. 


The percentage of handicapped persons in the work force in 1984 
decreased by 7.6 percent when compared with last year's data. Several 
courts recognized the need to explore additional resources and avenues 
to promote the recruitment and advancement of handicapped individ- 
uals. In addition, a centralized effort is under way by the EEO Office 
to explore additional methods and resources for the recruitment of 
qualified handicapped individuals. 


The courts reported continued progress in affording training and 
cross-training opportunities to court personnel. 


Seven discrimination complaints were carried over from the 
preceding year and there was an increase from 15 to 22 in the number 
of new discrimination complaints filed by employees or applicants for 
employment during this reporting year. Also, there was an increase 
from 15 to 22 in the number of courts that had new or pending com- 
plaints. Of the 29 active complaints (7 carryovers and 22 new com- 
plaints), 22 were resolved. At the end of this reporting period, only 
seven complaints were pending, and no complaints alleging reprisal 
were filed during the reporting period. 


Conclusion 


Overall, the annual reports received from the courts indicate 
that the courts are complying in general with their equal employment 
opportunity plans. 


RECOMMENDATIONS 


Because of the multiplicity of :eports which the AO is required 
by statute to file, the following recommendations are respectfully 
submitted for consideration: 


1, That the requirement for a report on the Right to Financial 
Privacy Act of 1978 be rescinded by the Congress because of the 
cost of the data collection and the insignificant number of mat- 
ters filed each year. This information is collected at considerable 
cost to the clerks of court in terms of clerical time to identify 
such cases. Further, there is a duplication of effort since much 
of the same information is reported by the Department of Justice 
(DOJ) and other departments, as required by the Act. 


2. That the requirement for a calendar year report on wiretaps be 
suspended by Congress. The statute requires that reports on 
wiretaps authorized by Federal and state judges be sent to the 
AO. The DOJ submits an annual report to the AO and the data is 
simply transferred from their report to AO format. It would 
appear that this reporting responsibility shou'd be transferred to 
the DOJ which could serve as the source of information on both 
Federal and state wiretaps. 


3. Thet the requirement for the Director to prepare a report on 
awards of fees and expenses under the provisions of the 
Access to Justice Act (EAJA) be transferred to the DOJ. 
awards or denials of requests for awards are generally only one 
part of civil cases pending in the Federal courts and as such, are 
difficult for the clerks’ office personnel to identify and provide 
the necessary data to the AO. The AO must keep in close contact 
with the DOJ in order to prepare a full and complete report for 
Congress. The DOJ, which provides attorneys to defend the U.S. 
position in the courts, is the best source of information on 
requests and awards under the EAJA. 


4. It is further recommended that Congressionally-mandated report- 
ing requirements provide a "sunset" provision. The Congress 
could measure the effectiveness of the reporting system and the 
reports provided. to determine if a reporting program is needed or 
if the cost of cuilection of the data far outweighs its usefulness. 
If the Congress determines that the information is not needed, no 
action would be required; if needed, Congress could extend the 
"sunset" deadline or remove it altogether. 


i" * 


AN ANALYSB 
OF THF WORKLOAD 
OF THE FEDERAL COURTS 
FOR THE 
TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED 

JUNE 30, 1984 
The statistical analysis of the workload of the Federal judiciary 
which appears in this chapter was prepared by the Statistical 
Analysis and Reports Division. Appendix tables for the courts of 


appeals, civil, criminal, bankruptcy, and , robation statistics were 
computer generated by the Systems Services Division. 


hor 


Foreword 


In previous years the introduction to this analysis has centered 
on the mechanies of data collection an’ highlighted the various reports 
produced by the Statistical Analysi: and Reports Division. To obtain 
the current level of s\atistical sophistication takes many years. It 
requires the commitment of not only court personnel who provide the 
data, but also a small professional and technical AO staff. 


Consistent and comprehensive judicial statistics are a prerequi- 
site for understanding the workload of the Federal courts. There are 
ten basic rules which make this system viable and useful to the courts 
whether it is an analysis of the judicial workload or a request for 
additional statistics for budget or personnel purposes. 


First, a comprehensive statistical system requires appropriate 
supporting legislation. The Director is required to collect Federal 
court statistics. Guidance is also provided, in this case, by the 
Subcommittee on Judicial Statistics of the Judicial Conference 
Committee on Court Administration. T?.is Subcommittee meets twice 
a year and devotes a portion of each meeting to reviewing the 
statistical programs of the AO. 


Second, court personnel committed to providing accurate and 
reliable reports are essential to a successful system. Nearly 2,000 
persons in the Federal courts are essential to the success of a major 
undertaking. They ini*iate, either through manual or computerized 
reporting systems, the information which appears in this report. 


Third, a successful court statistical system must be an integral 
part of the case docketing system. The cardinal rule, therefore, is to 
collect statistical information as close to the source document as 
possible, in this instance the actual docket. Court automation pro- 
cesses now under way assure that what is entered bv the staff in the 
court is what is eventually reflected in the final statistics. 


Fourth, simple definitions, easily completed forms, simple data 
entry systems, and well devised reports serve judicial statistics in manv 
ways. Some of the needs are very basic such as the number of cases 
which are filed, terminated, and pending on the court's docket. By 
adding dates of various actions connected with the court's procedures 
to the statistical report plus an identification of the nature of the 
action and demographic information, the statistics can answer more 
complex needs. 


Fifth, there must be appropriate audits of the reports to assure 
the accuracy of the statistics. There are audits of the data from 
initiation of the reporting forms to the entry of data to the final 


pub lished report. 
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Sixth, publish what meets the greatest need of the majority of 
the audience, but develop the capability to provide more detailed data 
for use by court and researchers. Pub data represent only a part 
of the available statistics. Federal court officials know this and make 
many requests for information not available in published documents. 
For SARD this represents over 1,000 separate requests for statistical 
information each year. All 2quests for data are responded to by SARD 
with "back up" reports on hand or from special reports generated by the 
staff of the Systems Services Division. 


Seventh, a successful statistical system must be flexible and 
able to expand or contract, and yet maintain integrity and continuity 
with the past. The admonition that "what is past is prologue" applies to 
statistics. Changes that are made in the collection or the presentation 
of data must be identified for the serious researcher who is studying 
the statistics. 


Eighth, staff in statistical enterprises should include persons 
who are cross-trained in statistical programs. They must have profes- 
sional skills for handling the manv subject matters of judicial statistics. 


Ninth, highly sophisticated computers and knowledgeable 
support staff are required to compile information on a current basis. 
This affords the courts, the Congress, other Federal agencies, the 
media, legal scholars, and the public with timely and comprehensive 
data which reflects the health of the Federal courts. 


Tenth, successful statistical systems require constant publica- 
tion of data on a current basis. As computer technology improves, the 
current time from the end of the reporting year to printing may 
eventually be reduced. Indeed with the extra effcrt made by the AO 
for this report, the statistical product is ready in record time. 
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U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
PEDERAL CIRCUIT 


Summary of Workload 


During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, a total of 
1,126 new appeals were docketed in the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit. The larger numbers of new filings arose from the 
Merit Systems Protection Board (524 cases), the U.S. district courts 
(193 cases), the U.S. Claims Court (158 cases), and the Patent and 
Trademark Office (135 cases). 


In 1984, the Federal Circuit terminated 964 appeals. Of the 702 
terminations involving court decisions, 79.6 percent were affirmed, 
10.8 percent were modified, and 9.5 percent were reversed. The re- 
maining 262 case dispositions were either dismissals after consideration 
by the court or appeals withdrawn prior to decision. 


A total of 626 appeals were terminated after oral hearing or 
submission on briefs during the past twelve months. For these appeals, 
the average times for various intervals of the termination process were 
5.2 months from filing to oral hearing or submission on briefs, 2.1 
months from oral hearing or submission on briefs to decision, and 7.3 
months from filing to decision. 


As of June 30, 1984, a total of 690 appeais were pending on the 


docket of the Federal Circuit. This was 30.7 percent greater than the 
528 appeals pending one year ago (when the court had been in operation 
only nine months). 


Table 1 provides a summary of the workload in the Federal 
Circuit during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984. 


Tuble | 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 
Appenis Filed, Terminated, and 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1964 


Terminated 


Total 


7# 
1 
2 


; Percents may not add up to 100.0 due to routing. 
Ths category includes both writs of mandamus and other extraordinary writs. 
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TWELVE CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS 


Summary of Workload 


The workload in the U.S. courts of appeals continued to grow to 
record levels during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984. For 
the first time in a statistical year, the number of appeals filed and 
terminated in the 12 courts of appeals exceeded 30,000. The appellate 
courts docketed a total of 31,490 cases during the year, up 6.3 percent 
from the 29,630 appeals docketed in 1983. Case terminations rose a 
sizable 8.8 percent during the past twelve months, up from 28,660 
appeals in 1983 to 31,185 in 1984. Due to the large influx of new 
filings during the year, the overall pending caseload in the U.S. courts 
of appeals grew by 1.4 percent. As of June 30, 1984, a total of 22,785 
appeals were pending on the dockets of the 12 courts, up slightly from 
the 22,480 appeals pending one year ago. Table 2 provides a summary 
of the workload in the U.S. courts of ls during the twelve month 
periods ended June 30, 1975 through 1984. Table 3 is a comparison, by 
circuit, of the appellate workload during the twelve month periods 
ended June 30, 1983 and 1984. 


Table 2 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Appeals Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30,1975 through 1984 


Number of 
Judg eships 


as of Termi- 


1975 ... 16,658 | 16,000 
1976... 18,408 | 16,426 
1977 ... 19,118 | 17,784 
1978 ... 18,918 | 17,714 
1979 ... 20,219 | 18,928 


1980 ... 23,200 | 20,887 
1981 ... 26,362 | 25,066 
1982 ... 27,946 | 27,984 
1983 ... 29,630 | 28,660 
1984... 31,490 | 31,185 


Table 3 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Appeals Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, by Circuit 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1963 and 1064 


Filings Terminations Pending 
Total...... 20,630 31,490 6.3 | 26,660 31,185 6.8 | 22,480 22,785 1.4 
District of 
Columbia eer 1,562 1,337 “144 1,531 1,513 “1.2 1,417 1,241 12.4 
First ....... 936 «61,050 12.2 940 )=—1,019 8.4 550 $61 5.6 
TrTTTT 2,731 2,045 7.8 | 2,773 2,062 6.5 963 956 0.7 
0. 2,513 2,506 0.3 2,456 2,555 4.0 1,508 1,460 ~3.2 
Fourth. «sees 2,411 2,338 -3.0 2,200 2,472 7.5 1,850 1,716 “7.2 
Fifth on cee eee 3,193 3,612 13.1 2,006 3,551 18.5 | 2,407 2,468 2.5 
BiIKth owe ee eee 2,624 2,005 6.1 2,825 2,755 2.5 2,456 2,606 9.8 
Seventh ....55 2,335 2,254 3.5 2,076 2,483 19.6 1,974 1,745] 11.6 
Eighth . .... 1,697 1,838 8.3 1,514 1,810 19.6 978 1,006 2.9 
Ninth. «eee eee 4,583 5,204 13.6 4,878 4,754 2.5 3,941 4,301 11.4 
Tenth ...eees 1,767 1,922 6.8 1,584 1,724 8.8 1,586 1,764) 12.5 
Eleventh ..... 3,078 3,489 13.4 | 2,788 3,597) 20.0 | 2,849 2,741 -3.8 
Filings Up 6.3 Percent 


With 8 of the 12 circuit courts reporting increased filings during 
the year, the overall total reached an all time high of 31,490 appeals. 
The t rates of increase in new filings occurred in the Ninth 
Circuit (up 13.6 percent), the Eleventh Circuit (up 13.4 percent), and 
the Fifth Circuit (up 13.1 percent). For these courts, the most 
significant increase occurred in state prisoner petitions, with growth 
rates exceeding 30.0 percent in each of the three circuits. Of the 
remaining five courts with increases, the rate of growth ranged from a 
high of 12.2 percent in the First Circuit to a low of 6.1 percent in the 
Sixth Circuit. 


Four courts (District of Columbia, Third, Fourth, and Seventh) 
recorded declines in case filings during the year. By far, the most 
significant decrease in case filings was in the District of Columbia 
Circuit, where new appeals dropped 14.4 percent from 1,562 cases in 
1983 to 1,337 cases in 1984. In this circuit, declines in case filings 
were noted in six of the eight categories of appeals. The 
occurred in administrative agency appeals (down 109 cases), 
particularly those involving decisions from the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, and non-prisoner U.S. civil appeals (down 81 cases). 
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Nationwide, all categories of appeals, except for administrative 
agency cases showed increases in case filings during the year. The 

numerical increases were reflected in non-prisoner private civil 
n (up 539 cases) and state prisoner petitions (up 498 cases). Most 
of the filing growth in these categories can be directly attributed to 
substantial jumps in civil rights cases. Bankruptcy appeals reflected 
the highest percentage rise during the year, up 43.5 percent from 688 
filings in 1983 to 987 filings in 1984. Of the ten courts reporting 
increases in bankruptcy appeals in 1984, the most significant change 
occurred in the Ninth Circuit, where new bankruptcy appeals doubled 
during the year to 203 cases. Administrative agency filings, the ¢ ily 
category of appeals to decline in 1984, decreased 0.8 percent to 3,045 
cases, The District of Columbia Circuit experienced the largest 
reduction in administrative agency filings, dropping from 672 filings in 
1983 to 563 in 1984. 


Reviews of Administrative Agency Cases Decline Slightly 


During the past year, reviews of administrative agency cases 
dropped for the third consecutive year to 3,045 case filings. These 
cases accounted for only 9.7 percent of total filings for 1984, down 
slightly from the 10.4 percent recorded last year. The largest number 
of administrative agency filings was reported by the Ninth Circuit (718 
cases) and the District of Columbia Circuit (563 cases). These two 
courts combined accounted for 42.1 percent of the total administrative 
agency filings for 1984, down slightly from the 43.0 percent recorded 
by these same courts last year. 


In the past year, the largest volume of new administrative 
agency appeals arose from decisions of the National Labor Relations 
Board with 557 case filings. Despite being the largest this year, 
National Labor Re.ations Board filings were the lowest reported since 
1965, when only 466 appeals were filed from this agency. The Second, 
Sixth, and Ninth Circuits accounted for more than half of the total 
appeals filed from this agency this year. Other agencies showing 
significantly large numbers of appeals during 1984 were the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service (490 cases); the U.S. Tax Court 
(467 cases); the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (352 cases); 
and the Interstate Commerce Commission (222 cases). Table 4 is a 
summary, by circuit, of the number of appeals from each 
administrative agency during the twelve month period ended June 30, 
1984. 


— — 
DC | tet] and | Sea | ath | Sth en | Tem | Sen — | een | Laem 


3 «644 «6710 244 166 200 268 166 107 118) «(145 


Department of Commerce (COMM) 
Department of Energy (DOE) 


Department of Health and Human 
Services (HHS) 
Department of Labor (LABR) 


Federal Communications 
Commission (FCC) 

Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (FERC) 


ty a A (MSHR) 


Federal Reserve System | F RS) 
Federal Trade Commission (FTC) 


Imm tion and Naturalization 
(INS) 


Interstate Commerce 
Commission (ICC)... 6. ccc cee eee eee 


Merit eee Protection 


Occupational Sefety and Health 
Administration (OSHA) 
— Safety and Health 
Review Commission (OSHC) 


Office of Workers Compensation 
Program (OWCP) 
Railroad Retirement Board (RRRB) 


* Includes all agencies involved in less than ten appeals during the twelve mont 


Types of Appeals from the U.S. District Courts 


Approximately 85 percent of the overall filings for 1984 
consisted of civil and criminal appeals. A total of 26,606 appeals arose 
from the U.S. district courts during the year, up 6.3 percent over the 
25,039 appeals reported in 1983. Civil appeals accounted for the 
majority of the yearly filing increase, rising 7.3 percent to 21,725 
cases. Most of the civil growth occurred in appeals involving state 
prisoner civil rights actions (up 499 cases); U.S. defendant Social 
Security cases (up 212 cases), ticularly claims for disability 
insurance; U.S. defendant tax suits (up 198 cases); and Federal question 
non-prisoner civil rights actions (up 172 cases). While criminal appeals 
increased during the year, the overall rate of growth was only 1.9 
percent. Three prominent categories of criminal appeals showed 
substantial numerical increases during the past year. These were 
appeals of decisions involving the Drug Abuse Prevention and Control 
Act (DAPCA) (up 196 cases); extortion, racketeering, and threats (up 
30 cases); and forgery and counterfeiting (up 30 cases). 


Of the new civil appeals filed during the year, the categories 
with the largest reductions were U.S. defendant tort actions (down 86 
cases); state prisoner habeas corpus petitions (down 74 cases); and U.S. 
plaintiff tax suits (down 67 cases). The most significant declines in 
criminal appeals occurred in cases involving embezzlement and fraud 
(down 62 cases); larceny and theft (down 48 cases); and weapons and 
firearms violations (down 45 cases). 


Petitions filed by state prisoners rose 12.2 percent in the past 
twelve months, up 4,069 appeals in 1983 to 4,567 appeals in 1984. 
During the year, state prisoner petitions accounted for 17.2 percent of 
all appeals originating from the U.S. district courts and 14.5 percent of 
the total filings in the appellate courts. The number of state 
prisoner petitions was reported in the Fifth (788 cases) and the 
Eleventh Circuits (709 cases). Together, these two circuits contributed 
one-third of the total state prisoner petitions filed nationwide. Of all 
state prisoner petitions filed in the Fifth and Eleventh Circuits, the 
largest volume consisted of prisoner civil rights actions. The 
percentage of state prisoner petitions to total circuit filings was 
reflected in the Fourth Circuit with 23.4 percent. Among the other 
courts, the ratio of petitions to total filings ranged from a high of 21.8 
percent in the Fifth Circuit to a low of 1.3 percent in the District of 
Columbia Circuit. 


During 1984, a total of 26,259 civil and criminal appeals were 
terminated by the 12 courts of appeals. This total represents an 
increase of 9.1 percent over the 24,072 appeals disposed of in 1983. 
These civil and criminal appeals comprised 84.2 percent of the total 
terminations for 1984, up slightly from the 84.0 percent reported last 
year. Both civil and criminal terminations increased during the year 
with civil showing the largest rate of growth at 10.8 percent. 
Dispositions of state prisoner civil rights cases, a category which 
declined during the previous year, reflected the largest numerical 
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growth in 1984. A total of 2,624 state prisoner civil rights cases were 
terminated by the 12 courts, up by 521 cases over the 2,103 cases 
terminated in 1983. Significant increases in civil terminations were 
also noted in decisions involving Social Security laws (up 375 cases); 
Federal question civil rights actions (up 300 cases); and diversity of 
citizenship tort actions (up 235 cases). In the criminal area, there were 
increased terminations in several of the major offense categories. By 
far, the greatest termination growth occurred in appeals of decisions 
involving DAPCA, up by 199 case dispositions to 1,894 appeals. Other 
notable rises in criminal terminations were shown in appeals involving 
forgery and counterfeiting (up 14.9 percent) and weapons and firearms 
violations (up 6.4 percent). 


The most substantial yearly declines in civil terminations 
occurred in appeals of Federal question copyright, patent, and trade- 
mark actions (down 39 cases) and U.S. defendant tort actions (down 37 
cases). A significant number of criminal offense categories reflected 
decreased terminations during 1984. The most notable declines were 
reported in appeals involving embezzlement and fraud (down 89 cases) 
and immigration (down 25 cases). Table 5 provides a comparison of 
appeals filed and terminated from the U.S. district courts during the 
twelve month periods ended June 30, 1983 and 1984. Appendix Tables 
B-1A and B-7 provide additional data on appeals from the district 
courts. 


Dispositions Up 8.8 Percent 


During the past year, the U.S. courts of appeals terminated a 
record 31,185 appeals. Nine of the 12 courts reported increased termi- 
nations in 1984 with the greatest rate of growth occurring in the 
Eleventh Circuit. In this circuit, case dispositions rose a dramatic 29.0 
percent, up from 2,788 terminations in 1983 to 3,597 terminations in 
1984. The most significant increases were reported in terminations of 
state prisoner petitions (up 357 cases) and criminal appeals (up 169 
cases). More than half of the total terminations for each of these two 
categories consisted of appeals involving state prisoner civil rights 
petitions and DAPCA criminal cases. Other circuits with notable 
increases in terminations were the Seventh and Eighth Circuits (each 
up 19.6 percent) and the Fifth Circuit (up 18.5 percent). 


Only three courts (District of Columbia, Sixth, and Ninth) 
experienced decreases in case terminations during the year. For all of 
these circuits, the rate of decline was less than 3.0 percent. Although 
reductions were noted in various case types in the three circuits, all 
reported yearly decreases in the number of criminal appeal 
terminations. 


Cases Disposed of After Oral Hearing or Submission on Briefs 


A total of 14,327 appeals were disposed of after oral hearing or 
submission on briefs in the appellate courts during the year, up 8.4 
percent over the 13,217 appeals reported in 1983. Of all the yearly 
dispositions, 45.9 percent were terminated after hearing or submission, 
down slightly from the 46.1 percent recorded one year ago. Cases 
disposed of without oral hearing or submission on briefs rose a sizable 
14.6 percent during the year, up from 11,263 appeals in 1983 to 12,905 
appeals in 1984. These case dispositions accounted for 41.4 percent of 
the total terminations during the year, up slightly from the 39.3 
percent reported last year. Terminations by consolidation decreased in 
the past year, dropping from 4,180 appeals in 1983 to 3,953 appeals in 
1984. As a percent of the total workload, consolidations dropped to 
only 12.7 percent of the yearly terminations in the appellate courts. 


During the past twelve months, the U.S. courts of appeals 
reversed 2,317 appeals after oral hearing or submission on briefs. This 
ts a substantial 11.3 percent increase over the 2,082 reversals 
reported in 1983. The overall rate of reversal in the appellate courts 
was 16.3 percent, up from the 15.9 percent recorded last year. Non- 
prisoner U.S. civil appeals reflected the highest rate of reversal (22.8 
percent) among the various categories of appeals. Most of the 
reversals in this category occurred in appeals involving Social Security 
laws (206 cases). The criminal appeals again reflected the lowest 
yearly reversal rate among the various categories of appeals. During 
1984, only 9.7 percent of the criminal appeals disposed of after oral 


hearing or submission on briefs were reversed. This was up slightly 
from the 9.4 percent recorded last year. 


For the third straight year, the Fourth Circuit posted the 
highest reversal rate at 22.2 percent. Almost 70 percent of the 
reversals in this circuit were recorded in non-prisoner civil appeals. 
High rates of reversal were also shown in the First Circuit (20.6 
percent); the Fifth Circuit (18.9 percent); and the Sixth Circuit (17.4 
percent). The Seventh Circuit recorded the lowest rate of reversal at 
12.4 percent. In this circuit, the rate of reversal was reduced in all 
categories of appeals except for non-prisoner private civil appeals 
where the rate remained constant at 15.9 percent. Appendix Tables 
ak and B-1A provide more detailed data on the appellate caseload in 
1984. 


In 1984, the U.S. courts of als disposed of a total of 9,061 
appeals after oral argunient. This total represents an increase of 7.1 


percent over last year's total of 8,461 appeals. Ten of the 12 courts 
decided more appeals af'er oral argument in 1984 than in 1983. The 
most significant increases occurred in the Eighth Circuit (up 25.4 
percent); the Fourth Circuit (up 25.2 percent); and the Tenth Circuit 
(up 23.5 percent). Only one year ago, all three of these courts experi- 
ence | substantial decreases in dispositions after oral argument. The 
Seve th and Ninth Circuits reported fewer terminations after oral 
argument in 1984. The greater drop took place in the Ninth Circuit, 
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The appellate courts terminated 10.7 percent more appeals after 
submission on briefs during the past year, up from 4,756 cases in 1983 
to 5,266 cases in 1984. Seven of the 12 circuit courts terminated more 
appeals after submission on briefs than in 1983. The largest growth 
occurred in the Fourth and Seventh Circuits, where dispositions with 
submissions more than doubled in each court during 1984. Other courts 
with notable yearly increases were the Eleventh Circuit (up 28.9 
percent); the First Circuit (up 25.8 percent); and the Third Circuit (up 
17.6 percent). Almost half of the total appeals terminated after 
submission on briefs in the appellate courts were reported by three 
circuits. These courts were the Third Circuit (823 cases); the Fifth 
Circuit (886 cases); and the Eleventh Circuit (860 cases). 
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During 1984, there were 14,327 appeals disposed of after oral 
hearing or submission on briefs in the 12 circuit courts. Of these 
yearly dispositions, 14,221 appeals were decided by three-judge 
panels. A total of 106 terminations involving a hearing or submission 
were considered by an en banc panel of judges. On a percentage basis, 
en bane terminations accounted for 0.7 percent of the total anpeals 
disposed of after oral hearing or submission on briefs, up slight) “-~m 
the 0.5 percent recorded last year. Of the 9,061 appeals termin. .d 
after oral argument in the appellate courts, 95 cases or 1.0 percent 
were heard en banc. The largest change in en banc hearings occurred 
in the Tenth Circuit, where 16 terminations were reported in 1984 
compared to only | termination reported in 1983. For those cases 
terminated after submission on briefs during the year, a total of 11 
appeals were considered en banc compared to 10 apppeals reported in 
1983. Table 7 provides the number of appeals terminated after oral 
hearing or submission on briefs, by circuit, in the U.S. courts of appeals 
during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984. 


Table 7 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Appeals Disposed of After Orai Hearing and Submission on Briefs 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1984 


After Oral After Submission 
Hearing on Briefs 


Total 


Case Participations by Resident, Senior, and Visiting Judges 


Case participations represent involvement in cases terminated 
after oral argument or submission on briefs before panels of Federal 
judges in the U.S. courts of appeals. In the past year, the appellate 
courts reported a total of 44,048 case participations for the year, a rise 
of 11.7 percent over the 39,439 participations recorded in 1983. 
Resident active circuit judges accounted for 81.2 percent of the total 
participations in 1984, up slightly from the 78.7 percent recorded last 
year. These judges accounted for large amounts of case participations 
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in the Fifth Cireuit (90.9 percent); the Tenth Circuit (90.2 percent); 
and the Eleven. Circuit (89.2 percent). Participations by resident 
senior judges .vmorised 8.7 percent of the total for 1984, which is a 
slight decrease from the 10.3 percent recorded last year. The highest 
percentages of participations by resident senior judges were in the 
Sixth Circuit (16.4 percent); the Second Circuit (15.5 percent); and the 
Fourth Circuit (14.2 percent). 


The percent of case participations by visiting Federal judges in 
the U.S. courts of appeals decreased during the year, down from 10.9 
percent in 1983 to 10.1 percent this year. As a percent of the total 
circuit participations, the First and Third Circuits reported the highest 
portion of participations by visiting judges at 23.3 percent and 17.0 
percent, respectively. The smallest percentage was in the Fifth 
Circuit, where visiting judges accounted for only 2.8 percent of the 
circuit's total participations. Table 8 is a summary of the respective 
activity of the resident active, senior, and visiting judges in the U.S. 
courts of appeals during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984. 


Table 8 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Total Case Participations in Cases Disposed of 
After Oral Hearing or Submission on Briefs 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1984 


Case Participations by 
Resident Active | Resident Senior Visi ting Percent by 
Circuit Judges | Circuit Judges Judges Senior and 
Num-] Per- Num-| Per- | Num-| Per- | Visiting 
Circuit Total ber jcent® ber jcent* ber jcent*| Judges 
Total...... 44,048 | 35,776 81.2 5,828 8.7 4,444 10.1 18.8 
District of 
Columbia..../| 1,541 1,176 76.3 186 12.1 179 11.6 23.7 
First ........ 1,478 1,069 72.3 64 «= 4,3 345 623.3 27.7 
Second....... 3,653 2,690 73.6 567 15.5 396 10.8 26.4 
Third........ 4,105 | 3,107 75.7 301 Ss ‘72.3 697 17.0 24.3 
Fourth....... 2,678 2,110 78.8 379 = 14.2 189 74 21.2 
Fifth ........ 5,359 | 4,872 90.9 335 = «6.3 152 2.8 9.1 
Sixth ........ 4,603 3,267 71.0 754 16.4 582 12.6 29.0 
Seventh ...... 3,672 3,043 82.9 1340s 3.6 495 13.5 17.1 
Eighth ....... 2,774 2,288 62.5 279 10.1 207 7.5 17.5 
Ninth. ....... 6,461 5,235 81.0 $13 7.9 713 «11.0 19.0 
Tenth ....... 2,832 2,555 90.2 89 3.1 188 6.6 9.8 
Eleventh ..... 4,892 | 4,364 892 2270 4.6 301 6.2 10.8 
* All percents may not add up to 100.0 due to rounding 
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Median Time Intervals 


For all cases disposed of after oral hearing or submission on 
briefs during the year, the median time interval f.om filing of the 
notice of appeal to final disposition in the appellate court was 10.8 
months. This 1984 median represents a slight drop from the 11.1 
months reported by the appellate courts iast year. Among the indivi- 
dual circuits, the lowest median time for this interval was posted by 
the Second Circuit at 6.4 months. The highest median time for this 
interval was shown in the Tenth Circuit at 16.3 months. The overall 
median time from filing a case in the lower court to final disposition in 
the appellate court was 24.6 months, down from the 24.8 months 
recorded in 1983. The median time for this interval varied among the 
12 circuits ranging from a low of 19.5 months in the Second Circuit to 
a high of 29.1 months in the Seventh Circuit. Appendix Table B-4 
provides additional data on median time intervals, by case type, for 
individual circuits. 


Opinions and Memoranda 


Signed and unsigned opinions (including per curiam opinions, 
memorandum decisions, and decisions from the bench), which set forth 
reasons for a decision, accompanied 88.7 percent of the appeals termi- 
nated after oral hearing or submission on briefs during 1984. This is a 
significant increase over the 85.6 percent recorded one year ago. 
Signed opinions were prepared in 45.2 percent of the 14,327 cases 
disposed of after oral hearing or submission on briefs. The highest 


numbers of signed opinions were reported by the Fifth Circuit (901 
cases) and the Tenth Circuit (851 cases). Table 9 is a summary of the 
opinions and other papers filed, by circuit, during the twelve month 
period ended June 30, 1984. 
Table 9 
U.S. Courts of 


_ Appeals 
Opinions and Other Papers Filed in Cases Disposed Of 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1984 


Disposed of Disposed of 
Without Oral After Oral 
Total Hearing or Sub- Hearing or 
Cases mission on Briefs Submission on Briefs 
Termi- Rea- Signed | Unsigned 
nated soned* | Other Totai | Opinions | Opinions 


31,185 ’ ’ 1,726 11,179 | 14,327] 6,477 6,226 


1,513 330 
1,019 161 493 
2,952 329 ’ > . 1,224 
2,555 207 ° 1,360 


2,472 322 ‘ . 884 
3,551 461 ’ . . 1,702 
2,755 255 ’ 1,499 
2,483 263 ’ ’ 1,204 


1,810 260 . 7 875 
4,754 598 ° ’ 2,051 
1,724 60 ’ 909 
3,597 633 ’ , , 1,596 


* Includes cases reported on the JS-34 closing report as “Signed” or "Unsigned" opinions. 
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Pending Appeals Up 1.4 Percent 


Although half of the circuit courts reduced the number of 
appeals pending on their general dockets during the year, the overall 
pending caseload grew to a record 22,785 appeals on June 30, 1984, Of 
the six circuits with decreases, the largest drops by far occurred in the 
District of Columbia Circuit (down 12.4 percent) and the Seventh 
Circuit (down 11.6 percent). In the District of Columbia Circuit, much 
of the decrease can be attributed to a substantial decline (109 appeals) 
in administrative agency filings. The Seventh Circuit's drop was caused 
largely by a sizable increase in terminations during the year, 

articularly dispositions 22 state prisoner civil rights petitions 
up 57.9 percent) and diversity of citizenship contract actions (up 44.8 
percent). In the other four circuits with decreases, the rate of decline 
ranged from a high of 7.2 percent in the Fourth Circuit to a low of 0.7 
percent in the Second Circuit. 


Higher pending caseloads were reported by six circuits at the 
close of the twelve month period. The most notable jumps in pendi 
caseloads were shown in the Tenth Circuit (up 12.5 percent); the Ninth 
Circuit (up 11.4 percent); and the Sixth Circuit (up 9.8 percent). In all 
three of these courts, the number of new case filings exceeded case 
terminations by substantial amounts during the past year. For the 
remaining circuit courts with increases, the amount of growth reported 
was less than 6.0 percent. 


As of June 30, 1984, a total of 19.1 percent of the 22,785 
appeals pending in the U.S. courts of appeals had been pending on the 
general dockets longer than one year. This amount represents a slight 
decrease from the 20.7 percent shown in 1983, The highest 
percentages of appeals pending more than one year were reported in 
the District of Columbia Circuit (31.3 percent) and the Tenth Circuit 
(29.7 percent). The circuits showing the smallest percentages of 
appeals pending on the dockets for more than one year were the 
Circuit (6.2 percent); the Eighth Circuit (7.3 percent); and the First 
Circuit (8.8 percent). During the year, 8 of the 12 circuit courts 
reduced the number of appeals pending on their general dockets for 
more than one year. Of these circuits, the largest numerical drop in 
older pending cases occurred in the District of Columbia Circuit, 
decreasing by 94 cases to 388 appeals. Table 10 provides a comparison 
of appeals pending, as of June 30, 1984, by circuit and length of time 
pending. 
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Table 10 
U.8. Courts of Appeals 
Appeals Pending by Circuit and Length of Time 
As of June 30, 1064 


Length of Time Pending 


OTHER FEDERAL COURTS 


Temporary Emergency Court of Appeals 


The Temporary — Court of Appeals, which began 
operation on December 22, 1971, litigates all appeals from the district 
courts in controversies arising under Section 4(e) of the Economic 


t of 1971, as well as those pursuant to the Em 
Act of 1973, the E Poli ——— 
t ergency atural Gas Ket of 97. 


During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, the 
Temporary Emergency Court of Appeals experienced declines in both 
case filings and terminations. A total of 47 new appeals were entered 
on the docket in 1984, down 14.5 percent from the 55 appeals docketed 
in 1983. Case terminations declined 27.8 percent during the year, 
dropping from 54 appeals in 1983 to 39 appeals in 1984. Although the 
number of new filings declined during the year, the pending caseload in 
the Temporary Emergency Court of Appeals continued to grow. As of 
June 30, 1984, a total of 36 appeals were pending on the court's docket, 
up from the 28 appeals pending one year ago. 


AW 


Special Court Kstablished Under The Regional Rail Reorganization Act 


The Special Court was established by the Regional Rail 
Reorganization Act of 1973 (Rail Act), Under the Rail ket the court's 
primary role was to determine the value of properties transferred by 
seven principal bankrupt railroads and numerous other transferor 
railroads in the Northeast and Midwest region. The amounts claimed 
by the transferor railroads ranged into the billions of dollars and the 

ings to determine these claims necessarily have been conducted 
several stages. The Special Court announced the general principles 
of valuation that it would follow in an elaborate opinion dated October 
12, 1977, 445 F. Supp. 984. The initial evidentiary stage began in 1978 
with the taking of evidence as to the amount which the transferor 
railroads could have obtained for certain properties for continued rail 
use in the absence of the Rail Act and concluded with the Special 


Court's lengthy opinion with ct to valuation for rail use dated 
November 24, 1981, 531 F. Supp. 1191. 


The court's opinion on principles of valuation and questions 
raised by the court in connection with the evidentiary hearings, as well 
as its opinion on value for rail use, were perceived by the railroads and 
the government parties as setting benchmarks for settlements, which 
the court has urged since 1977, see 445 F. Supp. at 1044-46. Beginning 
with the Penn Central in the fall of 1980, settlement agreements 
between the government parties and 6 of the 7 principal bankrupt 
railroads and 16 smaller railroads have now been apprc sed by the court. 


The remaining parties submitted evidence relating to the realiz- 
able non-rail use value of the remaining transferors' conveyed prop- 
erties. The Special Court announced its opinion on non-rail use value 
on July 12, 1983, 571 F. Supp. 1269. On December 5, 1983, after fur- 
ther submissions, the court fixed the net liquidation value of Central 
Railroad of New Jersey (CNJ), the remaining transferor. The court's 
final decision on valuation was announced in an opinion on interest and 
severance damage claims of CNJ dated June 15, 1984. CNJ has ap- 
pealed to the Supreme Court which is expected to hear the case during 
the current term. 


In August 1981, the Northeast Rail Service Act of 1981 (NRSA) 
was enacted as Subtitle E of Title XI of the Omnibus budget 
Reconciliation Act of 1981. Section 1152(a) of NRSA pro - 
tional original and exclusive jurisdiction in the Special Court. A con- 
siderable amount of litigation speedily arose. In May 1982, pursuant to 
Section 1152(d) of NRSA, the Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation 

three additional judges to the Special Court to handle liti- 

gation under NRSA. The court is now divided into two panels of three 
each. The General Panel continues to exercise jurisdiction 

found in the Rail Act, including the valuation case, while the Section 
1152 Panel exercises juridiction over the expanding number of cases 


arising under NRSA. 
A19 


iled and 8 terminated 
of June 30, 1984, Of the 
on jurisdiction under the Rail Act, and 
ten were based on jurisdiction under Section 1152(a) of NRSA. 


Judges of the 13 courts of appeals and the Temporary 
Emergency Court of Appeals reported 811 cases under submission over 
90 days for the quarter ended June 30, 1984. This was a decrease of 
116 cases from the 927 cases reported for the same quarter ii, 1983. 
The largest decreases were in the Fifth, Sixth, and Second Circuits. 
Cases awaiting additional memoranda, brie/s, or an opinion in another 
case are not included in this report. Included are cases in which the 
proposed opinion is being circulated to panel members for comment, or 
8 or dissenting opinion is being written. The Ninth Circuit 
had the largest number of cases under submission with 177 cases. Half 
of the courts reported an increase in the number of cases under submis- 
sion at the end of June 1984 compared to last year. The largest 
— was in the Tenth Circuit which reported 26 cases more than in 
1983. 


Table 11 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Cases Under Submission 
More Than Three Months on June 30, 1984 


| Months Under Submission 


Over 
Total | 3-6 
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Until 1984, the number of cases under submission on June 30 had 
grown consistently as shown in Table 12. Although the 1984 total is 8.9 
percent greater than the 745 cases under submission on June 30, 1980, 
it is 12.5 percent lower than the 1983 figure. 


Table 12 
U.S. Courts of 
Cases Under Submission More Than Three Months 
As of June 30, 1980 through 1984 


Months Under Submission 


Over 
12 


U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES 
Summery of Workload 


During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, the 
number of civil cases filed, terminated, and pending in the 94 U.S. 
district courts continued to increase. Over the past year, the number 
of civil cases filed reached 261,485, an increase of 8.1 percent over the 
241,842 cases filed during the same period a year ago. The volume of 
civil cases terminated increased 12.9 percent during 1984. Civil termi- 
nations rose by 27,757 cases from 215,356 cases to a new high of 
243,113. The pending civil caseload continued to rise despite the 
substantial number of civil cases terminated in 1984. As of June 30, 
1984, there were 250,292 civil cases pending. This is 7.9 percent higher 
than the 231,920 cases pending on June 30, 1983. 


A summary of the civil workload in the U.S. district courts 
during each of the twelve month periods ended June 30, 1975 through 
1984 is provided in Table 13. Table 15 is a comparison, by district, of 
= = workload during the twelve month periods ended June 30, 1983 


Table 13 
U.S. District Courts 
Civil Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Tweive Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1975 through 1984 


Filed 


Termi- 
nated 


Pending 
on 
June 30 


— — 


117,320 
130,597 
130,567 
138,770 
154,666 


168,789 
180,576 
206,193 
241,842 
261,485 


104,783 
110,175 
117,150 
125,914 
143,323 


160,481 
177,975 
189,473 
215,356 
243,113 


119,767 
140,189 
153,606 
166,482 
177 ,805 


186,113 
188,714 
205,434 
231,920 
250,292 


Percent Change 


1984 over 
1983 eee 


8.1 


In recent years, the increase in the number of civil cases filed, 
terminated, and pending has been greatly influenced by two case cate- 
gories. These two categories are recovery of overpayments and 
enforcement of judgments and Social Security Act cases. Recovery of 
overpayments and enforcement o ment cases are, for the most 
part, initiated by the Federal government in an attempt to recover 
overpayments of veterans' benefits, and on a lesser scale, to recover on 
defaulted student loans. Soci Act cases usually involve the 
Federal government as a t most arise from claims for 
disability insurance benefits filed by insured workers and widows or 
widowers. As illustrated in Table 14, the percent change in filings, 
terminations, and cases from 1983 to 1984 would have been 
considerably less if not for the growth in recovery cases and Social 
Security cases. Both types of litigation are discussd in further detail 
throughout this report on civil cases. 
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United States District Courts 


CiVi. CASES COMMENCED 
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Workload Per Authorized Judgeship 


Mee athe nape ee meni Act, in 1978, the 
number of authorized judgeships rose from to 516. When the 
territorial court in the Canal Zone was abolished on March 31, 1982, 
the number of authorized judgeships was reduced by one. During the 
twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, the average number of civil 
filings per authorized judgeship was 508. This figure represents an 8.1 
percent increase over the average of 470 recorded in 1983. Civil 
terminations per authorized judgeship rose 12.9 percent, from 418 in 
1983 to 472 in 1984. The number of civil cases pending per authorized 
judgeship increased by 7.9 percent during 1984. There were 450 cases 
08 Ane HRD © EN OD eae came SS cae 
. summarizes the workload for the 
1975 through 1984. — — 


June 30, 1975 through 1984 


Civil Cases Per 
Authorized Judgeship 


1975 . 400 293 262 299 
1976 . 399 327 276 351 
1977 . 398 328 294 386 
1978 . 399 348 316 417 
1979 . 516 300 278 345 
1980 . 516 327 311 361 
1981 . 516 350 345 366 
1982 . 515 400 368 399 
1983 . 515 470 418 450 
1984 . 515 508 472 486 


Civil Filings 


The 8.1 percent rise in civil filings during the twelve month 
period ended June 30, 1984 is a reflection of the increases in civil cases 
initiated in nearly three-fourths of all U.S. district courts. The 261,485 
cases filed during this period, up 19,643 cases from last year, are a 
result of increased filing activity in 70 districts. Those districts with 
the most substantial increases in the number of civil cases filed were 
Michigan, Eastern (up 1,753 cases); California, Northern (up 1,142 
cases); Texas, Western (up 913 cases); and California, Southern (up 726 
eases). The rises in California, Northern; Texas, Western; and 
California, Southern were due to increases in the number of 
recovery of veterans’ benefits cases filed. Michigan, Eastern 
experienced a significant rise in Social Security disability insurance 
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Even though ire was a notable increase in the overall number 
of civil cases filed ing the year, 24 districts experienced declines in 
filings. Georgia, Northern; Utah; Minnesota; and Ohio, Northern each 
experienced declines of more than 300 in the number of civil filings. 
Reduced filings for diversity cases influenced the decrease in Georgia, 
Northern. Declines in the number of recovery of veterans’ benefits 
cases are largely reponsible for the decreases in Utah; Minnesota; and 
Ohio, Northern. Utah also experienced a substantial drop in filings for 
recovery of defaulted student loans. There were also significant 
declines in civil filings in Kansas (down 284 cases) and New York, 
Southern (down 268 cases). Reductions in the number of recovery of 
veterans’ benefits cases and marine contract cases resulted in the 
respective decreases in these districts. More detailed data on the 
number and types of civil cases filed in the district courts is provided 
in Appendix Tables C-2 and C-3. 


Civil Filings by Origin 


Civil cases originally filed in the district courts represented 89.0 
percent of the 261,485 cases filed during the twelve month period 
ended June 30, 1984. The 232,727 original proceedings are 8.1 percent 
more than the 215,212 filed last year. The largest category of original 
proceedings were suits for recovery of veterans’ benefits. Cases 
removed from state courts accounted for 16,037 cases, or 6.1 percent 
of all cases filed. Most removals from state court were diversity of 
citizenship contract actions or personal injury suits. Re-opened cases 
increased 24.7 percent, from 6,315 cases in 1983 to 7,872 cases in 
1984. Social Security disability cases represented the largest number 
of cases re-opened during the year. Remands from the courts of 
appeals increased slightly this year, climbing 10.3 percent from 1,181 
cases in 1983 to 1,303 cases this year. Transfers and appeals from 
magistrate judgments increased 2.1 percent and 63.8 percent, respec- 
tively. Table 17 summarizes civil filings, by origin, during each of the 
twelve month periods ended June 30, 1975 through 1984. 


Tabie 17 
U.S. District Courts 


Civil Pilings by Origin 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1975 through 19864 


105,705 
117,061 
116,777 
123,659 
138,080 


149,369 
159,172 
93 | 183,098 
215,212 
232,727 


: Also includes transfers under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1407. 
Initial data collection in 1981. 
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Types of Civil Cases Commenced 


During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, 42.8 
percent of the 261,485 civil cases filed involved the U.S. government as 
a plaintiff or defendant. There were two primary reasons for the large 
number of filings (111,867) involving the U.S. government: recovery of 
overpayments and enforcement of judgments cases initiated by the 
Federal government and Social Security Act cases filed against the 
Federal ernment. The number of U.S. plaintiff cases rose 8.2 
percent (from 59,922 to 64,814) and U.S. defendant cases rose 31.1 
percent (from 35,881 to 47,053). Cases involving Federal question, the 
largest single jurisdiction of civil cases, increased 4.7 percent, from 
87,935 cases in 1983 to 92,062 cases in 1984. Diversity of citizenship 
cases dropped by 1.0 percent, reversing the trend of steady increases 
since 1978. Cases filed under local jurisdiction rose 2.5 percent. Table 
18 is a summary of civil filings by jurisdiction, for ee of the twelve 
month periods ended June 30, 1975 through 1984. 

Table 18 
U.S. Distriet Courts 


Civil Cases Filed by Jurisdiction 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1975 through 1984 


U.S. Cases Private Cases 
1975 ... | 117,320 | 12,742 19,037 | 52,688 30,631 2,222 
1976 ... | 130,597 | 15,599 24,265 | 56,823 31,675 2,238 
1977 ... | 130,567 | 16,320 23,890 | 57,011 31,678 1,668 
1978 ... | 138,770 | 22,534 24,277 | 59,271 31,625 1,063 
1979 ... | 154,666 | 1,003 24,837 | 63,221 34,491 1,114 
1980 ... | 168,789 | 53,810 23,818 | 64,928 39,315 918 
1981 ... | 180,576 | 37,598 24,247 | 72,514 45,444 773 
1982 ... | 206,193 | 48,868 26,905 | 79,197 50,555 668 
1983... | 241,842 | 59,922 35,881 | 87,935 57,421 683 
1984 ... | 261,485 | 64,814 47,053 | 92,062 56,856 700 
Percent Change 
1984 over 
1983 ... 8.1 8.2 31.1 4.7 -1.0 2.5 


Recovery of overpayments and enforcement of judgments cases 
in Social Security Act cases were the two largest categories of civil 
Ases during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984. The 
filings in these categories (46,190 cases and 29,985 cases, respectively) 
are discussed in detail below. There were significant increases in 
several other case types during the year. Substantial increases 
occurred in personal injury product liability including asbestos cases (up 
20.6 percent); E ee Retirement Income Security Act (ERISA) 
cases (up 39.9 per tey up 29.8 percent). The 
largest number of the personal injury product liability cases in any one 
district was filed in Massachusetts (805), while the largest number of 
ERISA cases was filed in Illinois, Northern (700). The most substantial 
number of bankruptcy appeals (449) was recorded in California, 
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There were also significant declines in a number of case 
categories during the year. Significant declines occurred in marine 
contract cases (down 12.1 percent); land condemnation cases (down 
48.4 percent); and marine personal injury cases (down 7.7 percent). A 
summary of civil cases commenced, by nature of suit, during each of 
the twelve month periods ended June 30, 1980 through 1984 is provided 
in Table 19. Additional data on civil cases commenced, by case type, 
during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984 is provided in 
Appendix Tables C-2 and C-3. 


Recovery of Overpayments and Enforcement of Judgments 


Over the past five years, the U.S. government has filed 
thousands of civil suits in the Federal courts in an effort to regain 
overpayments of veterans’ benefits and government insured student 
loans. During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, the 
government filed 45,925 of the 46,190 recovery of overpayments and 
enforcement of judgment cases. Over 90 percent of all recovery cases 
filed involve attempts to recover overpayments of veterans' benefits. 
Recovery suits fcr overpayments of veterans' benefits have increased 
20.9 percent over the past year. In 1983 there were 34,517 cases; in 
1984 this figure reached 41,739 cases. The total number of cases filed 
in 1984 represents 16.0 percent of all civil cases filed during that 
period. The second largest category of civil filings for recovery of 
overpayments cases are actions to recover defaulted student loans in 
which the Federal government is a guarantor. During 1984, the number 
of such cases fell to 3,098, a decrease of 41.8 percent below the 5,319 
cases filed last year. The remaining recovery of overpayments and 
enforcement of judgments suits filed during 1984 are comprised of 
general recovery cases (1,259) and cases for recovery of Medicare 
benefits (94). 


Among the districts experiencing the greatest number of 
recovery of overpayments and enforcement of judgments case fi 
during 1984 were California, Northern (3,602); Texas, Southern (2,629); 
Illinois, Northern (2,452) and Texas, Western (1,783). Because of the 
large number of recovery cases filed in the Northern District of 
California, the filings have increased from 7,173 cases in 1983 to 8,315 
cases in 1984. The recovery cases filed in this district consist of 3,442 
recovery of veterans' benefits cases; 147 defaulted student loan cases; 
and 13 other recovery cases. The recovery cases filed in the latter 
three districts were mostly actions to recover veterans' benefits 
overpayments. 


A summary of recovery of overpayment and enforcement of 
judgment cases filed, terminated, and pending for the twelve month 
periods ended June 30, 1975 through 1984 is provided in Table 20. 
Table 21 shows the number of recovery of overpayments and 
enforcement of judgments filed, by type and district, during the twelve 
month period ended June 30, 1984. 
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Table 19 
U.S, District Courts 


Civil Cases Commenced by Nature of Suit 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1980 through 1964 


Nature of Suit 


EE PPPPPTTTTTTITTTTTTTrire 
Negotiable Instruments... cee e ee eees 
Recovery of Ov ents and 
Enforcement of MONE oe enes 
Other 


Real Property ActiOng9 cnc eee renee 


Mortgage Foreclosure... 6. cece eens 
Land Condemnation .. 
Other .. 


Tort Actions seeeeeeee 
SET SEND OB +0 90000000004 
Airplane 


eevee eee enee ee 


PMc ccesocecesece 
Motor Vehicle ..... 
Other Personal Injury ........+> 
Personal Injury Product 

Liability ...... 
Property Damage .....555> 


Actions Under Statutes... . 6... cc ceeeeue 
Antitrust ..... 
Bankruptcy Suits . 
Civil Rights: 
Accommodations .. 
Employment... ce eeees 


. 
. 
eevee eeeneee 
. 
— 


— —————————4—2— 


ahte..... 
Commerce (ICC rates, ete.) 
Deportationg .. 6. cc cceweeee seeee 
Economic Stabilization Act.... ..... 
Energy Allocation Act 
Environmental Matters ........06665 
Forfeiture and Penalty Suits ...... 

Freedom of Information Act ......... 


eee eeeee 


Petitions: 


State..... 
Securities, Commodities and 
Exchange........ 
Social Security Laws. . TTTTITT W — 
Tax Suits . 
Other 


Domestic Relations (Local 
Pray 


Percent 
c 

1084/ 
166,768 180,576 206,193 241,642 261,485 6.1 
49,082 51,150 67,276 64,017 66,231 5.0 
3,733 4,244 5,324 6,164 6,211 0.4 
4,762 5,143 5,552 $,721 5,031 “12.1 
700 734 666 1,168 1,263 9.6 
4,073 3,332 3,967 5,202 4,760; 10.1 
15,688 = 18,161 90,046 §=641,213 39 46,180 12.1 
20,006 19,535 21,400 24,439 24,756 1.3 
11,067 6,667 6,012 9,667 9,102 40 
4,674 4,726 5,754 6,362 6,660 4.4 
4,763 2,178 1,055 965 $08; 484 
1,630 1,063 2,003 2,300 2,024 12.0 
32,539 33,767 34,218 36,484 37,822 2.8 
1,900 1,676 2,017 2,102 1,014 4.9 
660 $45 589 792 148 5.6 
4,017 5,166 5,272 4,629 4,455 1 7 
5,786 5,708 6,005 6,413 6,502 1.4 
7,288 7,997 8,253 9,900 10,177 18 
6,876 6,028 7,908 8,026 9,677 20.6 
5,022 4,447 4,084 4,332 4,049 4.5 
75,574 66,172 95,204 111,100 125,953 13.4 
1,496 1,352 1,066 1,213 1,124 1,3 
1,688 1,985 2,340 3,775 4,645 23.0 
342 336 237 296 291 . 
$,017 6,245 7,669 9,007 9,748 7.2 
160 182 170 175 259 48.0 
212 253 215 229 183; -20.1 
7,213 6,433 8,727 9,938 10,738 8.0 
1,105 1,080 1,057 1,043 1,000 4.1 
139 113 134 141 193 36.9 
35 47 27 42 24 42.9 
153 104 47 35 41 17.1 
$57 562 394 465 671 44.3 
3,019 2,063 3,340 3,463 3,708 74 
627 507 381 454 479 5.5 
8,640 9,300 10,227 11,033 11,821 74 
3,783 4,027 4,592 5,413 5,298 “2.1 
3,713 4,104 4,328 4,354 4,526 4.0 
19,574 23,607 24,975 26,421 26,581 0.6 
1,694 1,768 2,376 2,015 3,142, 78 
9,043 9,780 12,812 20,315 29,985 47.6 
3,271 3,930 4,234 4,187 3,862 74 
4,093 5,504 5,926 6,096 7,634 25.2 
557 591 593 574 587 2.3 
94 12 5 5 -| 100.0 
123 135 113 162 94 ~42.0 
340 444 475 407 493 21.1 


133 


United States Disirict Courte 


TYPES OF CIVIL CASES COMMENCED 


TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JU0E 80, 1064 


TOTAL CIVIL CASES: 261,486 


Pp STATUTORY ACTIONS: 126,963 (48.2%) TORTS: 37,622 (tat 


MOTOR VEHICLE: 2.7% 
STATE PRISONER PETITIONS: 10.2% 


MARINE: 1.8% 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY: 6.3% 


FEDERAL PRISONER PETITIONS: 1.7% 
, PERSONAL PROPERTY: _ 
15% ⸗ 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 8.1% 


LABOR LAWS: 
4.5% 
SOCIAL 
SECURITY: 
RECOVERY OF 
11.6% OVERPAYMENTS 
24 & ENFORCEMENT 
OF JUOGMENTS: 
17.7% 


ANTITRUST: 0.4% 
TAX SUITS: 1.5% 


OTHER STATUTORY: 10.3% 


OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS: 16.1% 


9,192 CONTRACT: 88,231 (33.7%) 


Doce net edd te 100.0% becavee of rounding. 


Doe 
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Table 20 
U.S. District Courts 
Civil Actions for Recovery of Overpayments and Enforcement of Judgments 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1975 through 1984 


Percent 
Civil 1984/ 
a Actions 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1983 


Filings.....++| 681 1,087 865 1,856 9,254 15,588 18,161 30,048 41,213 46,190 12,1 
Terminations ..| 470 905 809 1,279 5,773 13,613 16,804 26,382 36,685 43,759 19.3 


Pending ......| 425 607 663 1,240 4,721 6,696 8,053 11,719 16,246 18,678 15.0 


A 33 


2 


Te . 


EREEEE . eertt 


4 


— | — 69 
76 - e 166 4 
ha & sf 
10 i) ' 3 
hd ' it} it) ? 
470 - 4 404 ' 
67 o ’ 4 ' 
122 ? iT hi a8 
A ' J 62 2 
os : 5 4@ ” 
a4 - ' 20 | 

' — ae 
121 = - 17 4 
222 . 133 73 " 
133 4 a3 84 23 
16 - 4 "1 e 
300 ' 5 300 - 
’ . : - ' 
rr | 9 ‘was 
ove a a 048 24 
002 : 8 703 "1 
367 * 22 333 2 
61 ' 6 70 6 
761 - 4 763 a 
67 - 13 74 - 
2408 ' "1 234 2 
622 ° 31 763 8 
200 * 6 190 4 
o6e ’ 5 46 a 
206 36 221 e 
600 ’ 36 641 8 
266 - 103 128 24 
631 - 16 606 5 
2,620 - 443 2,134 62 
1,763 1 26 1,761 3 
078 14) — ae 
ee 3 2 76 2 
ait 6 6 306 4 
746 4 - 603 139 
631 1 46 674 10 
1,342 3 16 1,260 ee 
1,048 1 63 1,662 12 
305 4 ? 363 "1 
347 1 8 336 8 
1 4 1 


OUR Ine THe TWELVE MONTH 1904 
Cincy 
am s1umen) VETERANS 
ororaic⸗ TOTAL MEDICARE . OARS eanarive oman 
— — — — — 
6 
14 2,462 6 46 2,382 20 
1) —— 118 1 - o4 23 
1s. 120 - ’ 124 4 
|) 308 : - 376 23 
Ins. . 006 * 20 633 ar 
ee 226 ' ® 190 7 
WiW......, 123 ) 4 63 36 
em... uz 192. 
” ee 460 - ae 383 37 
AAMW....... 264 1 13 212 38 
TAN. 6... 139 - 6 a2 42 
TAB... «ws 177 1 4 1 61 
Me cceeves 1,004 i] 16 ose a 
1 ase - "1 046 3 
MOwW....... 616 : 6 607 2 
4 — 244 6 330 ° 
— — 93 - ? ae - 
ae 139 ° 2 136 2 
AR ..... 47 1 1 46 * 
1,072 - 66 1,008 ? 
CAN. ...... 3,602 7? 147 3.442 6 
eee 60 - 60 ? 1 
GAS....... 006 ? 164 790 4B 
CAS....... 1,321 2 83 1,260 ? 
MG cesses 606 ° - 602 3 
hes es 169 : 8 163 - 
My pececeer 179 - a 177 - 
wy. 442 - 66 304 3 
369 - 6 367 6 
WAE.. 183 = 21 161 1 
WAW....... 646 2 100 640 4 
GUAM 33 - - 33 : 
4 
10TH . 2 22 2.203} _a7_ 
1 361 - 1 347 3 
ae 241 1 4 236 
a 683 80 608 6 
OMAN. ...... 221 - 10 207 4 
4 226 - 7? 218 1 
re 662 1 48 403 10 
so SEVIS 2862 - 100 170 12 
My peeeeser 101 - 26 24 62 
11TH ? 181 
ee 661 16 626 18 
1 427 106 316 6 
1 266 26 267 3 
1 203 2 66 136 13 
ee 643 2 160 616 66 
ae 409 4 102 298 8 
GAN....... 139 - 17 107 16 
GAM....... 217 1 17 192 7 
MAS... 1 = 8 19 
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Social Security Act Cases 


Civil cases filed under the Social Security Act rose to 29,985 
cases during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, or 47.6 
percent more than the 20,315 cases recorded during the same period in 
1983. Since most of these claims involve the U.S. government as a 
defendant, this increase in Social Security cases contributed 
significantly to the overall 31.1 percent rise in U.S. defendant civil 
cases. Claims for disability insurance benefits filed under provisions of 
the social Security Act have historically been the largest category of 
all al rity filings. In 1984, filings for disability insurance 
claims climbed to 24,215 cases, an increase of 59.6 percent over the 
15,169 disability cases filed in 1983. Cases arising from claims for 

ental security income payments also comprise a substantial 
portion of Social Security litigation. In 1984 there were 4,495 supple- 
mental security insurance cases filed, representing 15.0 percent of all 
Social Security cases. Table 22 summarizes, by type, Social Security 
cases filed —_— each of the twelve month periods ended June 30, 
1980 through 198 


Table 22 
U.S. District Courts 


Social Security Act Cases Filed 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1980 through 1984 


DIWC 
Year Total |HIA | BL SSID | RSI 


1980 ... 9,043 | 208 208 976 127 
1981 ... 9,780 | 287 119 1,628 135 
1982 ... | 12,812) 461 180 2,378 138 
1983 ... | 20,315|471 96 3,595 329 
1984 ... | 29,985; 578 59 4,495 527 


HIA All claims for health insurance benefits (medicare) under Title XVII, Part A, of 
the as —_— Also includes — by hospitals, skilled 
or cert tion as of service under the m 

(42 Us.C. —* (B)). — — 


All claims for “Black Lung" benefits under Title IV, Part B, of the Federal Coal 
Mine Health and Safety Act of 1969 (30 U.S.C. 923). 


All claims filed by insured workers for disability insurance benefits under Title I 
of ee Te (ak OS, Ne et Cnaee emurence 
Benefits on (42 U.S.C. 405(G)). 


All claims filed for widows or widowers insurance benefits based on disability 
under Title 0 of the Social Security Act, es amended (42 U.S.C. 405(G)). 


All claims for supplemental security income payments based upon disability filed 
under Title XVI of the Social Security Act, as amended. 


All claims for retirement (old age) and survivors benefits under Title 0 of the 
as amended (42 U.S.C. 405(G)). 


Other social security - All claims not covered by one of the other categories 
proceeding. 


138 


experienci numbers of fili 
7 (2,707 cases); 


for disability insurance benefits. Table 23 provides the number of 
Social Security cases filed, by type and district, during the twelve 
month period ended June 30, 1984. 
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CLAIMS FOR HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS (MEDICARE) UNDER TITLE 
. PART A, OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED ALSO INCLUDES 
ITALS, SKILLED NURSING FAC:LITIES, ETC FOR CERTIFICA- 
TION AS PROVIDERS OF SERVICES UNDER THE PROGRAM (42 USC 1396FF 


‘BLACK LUNG’ BENEFITS UNDER TITLE IV, PART 8, OF THE FED- 
WEALTH AND SAFETY ACT OF 1969 (30 USC 923). 
BY INSURED WORKERS FOR DISABILITY INSURANCE BENEFITS 
SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED; PLUS ALi CLAIMS 
BENEFITS BASED ON DISABILITY (42 USC 406 
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Prisoner Petitions 


Civil cases filed by Federal and state prisoners increased only 
marginally during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984. There 
were 31,107 prisoner petitions filed during the year, representing an 
increase of 1.1 percent over the 30,775 petitions filed during the same 
period last year. 


Petitions filed by Federal prisoners increased 4.0 percent, from 
4,354 cases in 1983 to 4,526 cases in 1984. Although habeas corpus 
petitions comprised the largest number of Federal prisoner petitions 
(1,905 cases), the number of filings in this category dropped 0.5 percent 
during 1984. Many of the Federal habeas corpus petitions were filed in 
California, Central (180); Pennsylvania, Middle (130); Missouri, Western 
(119); and Indiana, Southern (100). Motions to vacate sentence have 
steadily increased since 1982. Motions to va sentence, the second 
largest category of petitions filed by Federal prisoners, increased from 
1,311 cases in 1983 to 1,427 cases in 1984. Districts with the largest 
number of filings for motions to vacate sentence were Florida, 
Southern (81); California, Central (56); and New York, Eastern (52). 
Federal civil rights petitions rose 4.1 percent (from 790 cases to 822 
cases) and mandamus and other petitions rose 9.7 percent (from 339 
cases to 372 cases). 


State prisoner petitions totaled 26,581 cases, an increase of 160 
over the 26,421 cases filed a year ago. Since 1977, civil rights 
petitions have represented the largest category of all state prisoner 
petitions filed, and since 1980 have comprised more than 50 percent of 
all prisoner petitions filed by Federal and state prisoners combined. 
The districts recording the highest number of state prisoner civil rights 
filings were Florida, Middle (744); Virginia, Eastern (674); Texas, 
Southern (559); and Arizona (555). Filings of state habeas corpus 
petitions decreased 2.1 percent, dropping from 8,532 in 1983 to 8,349 in 
1984. This decrease in state habeas corpus petitions is the first since 
1980. Many of these cases were filed this year in Florida, Middle (353); 
Texas, Northern (291); and Texas, Southern (266). State mandamus 
petitions dropped 2.0 percent, from 202 last year to 198 this year. 
Table 24 is a summary, by type, of prisoner petitions filed during each 
of the twelve month periods ended June 30, 1975 through 1984. 
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Table 24 
U.S. Distriet Courts 


Prisoner Petitions Filed 
During the Tweive Month Periods Ended June 30, 1975 through 1984 
[ 
Change 
Type of Petition 1975 | 1976 1977 1978 1979 1960 1981 1962 1963 —t 

* —c856.053 19,307 19,809 19,537 21,924 23,001 23,287 27,711 29,303 3,775 31,107 1 
© Petitions by Federal Prisoners.......... 5,047 4,780 4,691 4,955 4,499 3,713 4,104 4,328 4,354 4,526 4.0 
Motions to Vecate Sentence ......... 1,690 1,693 1,92) 1,924 1,907 1,322 1,248 1,186 1,391 1,427 aA 

Habeas Corpus .. . . «6. cece eeee 2,344 =1,959 1,745 1,851 664 1,465 1,680 1,927 1,914 1,905 4.5 

Mandamus, ete. . 2... 6 cece ec weee $35 626 542 544 340 323 342 361 339 372 9.7 

Civil Rights . . . 6 6 eens 478 $02 3 636 SAB 3 634 634 790 822 4.1 

Petitions by State Prisoners ........... 14,260 15,029 14,846 16,969 18,502 19,574 23,607 24,975 26,421 26,581 0.6 

Habeas Corpus . . . . «2. c cece eeees 7,843 «7,833 6,066 7,033 7,123 7,031 1,790 8,059 8,532 6,349 -2.1 

Mandamus, ete... ©... eens 268 238 228 206 184 146 178 178 202 18 -2.0 

Ciwil Rights . . 2 6. ce eee ee nee 6,128 6,958 7,782 9,730 11,295 12,387 15,638 16,741 17,687 18,034 2.0 
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Civil Rights 


Civii rights litigation (excluding prisoner civil rights petitions) 
accounted for 8.1 percent of all civil cases filed in the U.S. district 
courts during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984. There 
were 21,219 cases filed, an increase of 7.5 percent over the 19,735 
cases filed last year. Voting rights cases rose 48.0 percent, from 175 in 
1983 to 259 in 1984. Public accommodations cases and welfare cases 
declined i.7 percent and 20.1 percent, respectively. A summary of 
civil rights filings, by case type, for each of the twelve month periods 
ended June 30, 1975 through 1984 is detailed in Table 25. 


Table 25 
U.S. Distriet Courts 
Civil Rights Cases Commenced*® 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1975 through 1984 


Type of Case 17s | 1976 | 197 | 1978 | 1979 | 1980 | 1981 | 1982 | 1983 | 1904 
Se . | 10,392 12,239 13,113 12,828 13,168 12,946 15,419 17,038 19,738 21,219 
Civil Rights, General .....| 5,532 6,079 6,318 6,475 «6,917 «7,213 8433—«8,727 «9,938 10,738 
Voting Rights.......... .| 106 17% «(203 )©=139s4S—(assiSsCSSCTMStC«TSsS 


Employment Discrimination. | 3,931 5,321 5,931 5,504 5,477 $,017 6,245 7,689 9,097 9,748 
Public Accommodations ... 601 531 442 497 434 342 336 237 296 291 
Velfare.. 222 222 219 214 195 212 253 215 229 183 


* Excludes prisoner petition civil rights cases. 


The largest single category, employment civil rights cases, 
comprised 45.9 percent of all civil rights suits filed. In 1984, there 
were 9,748 employment civil rights cases filed, up 651 cases from the 
9,097 cases filed a year ago. Since 1978, the Northern District of 
Illinois has experienced more employment civil rights filings than any 
other district. In 1984 there were 660 cases filed, representing 6.8 
percent of all employment civil rights cases nationwide. Other 
districts recording a significant number of employment civil rights 
filings were Ohio, Northern (387); California, Centrai (314); and Texas, 
Southern (313). Table 26 is a comparison, by district, of the number of 
employment civil rights cases filed during each of the twelve month 
periods ended June 30, 1975 through 1984. 
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3,931 5,321 5,504 5,477 5,017 6,245 7,689 9,087 9,748 
123 207 224 190 183 148 216 217 282 234 
142 152 139 140 248 125 159 164 187 155 

5 12 4 5 12 12 10 7 12 10 
87 a8 98 7 73 82 68 92 115 92 
6 12 6 8 11 6 13 13 14 4 

8 6 il 9 28 15 29 17 20 27 
36 4 20 21 127 10 39 35 26 22 
228 303 264 269 279 287 388 522 591 549 
52 6 24 39 39 34 45 105 7S 108 
10 9 5 6 15 23 12 32 37 36 
54 69 77 61 53 52 89 90 122 151 
84 138 104 130 137 145 163 236 303 292 
21 36 48 27 28 28 46 “a 42 51 
7 5 6 6 7 5 3 11 12 11 
211 359 438 352 376 343 442 490 658 596 
19 20 24 26 27 26 3$ 24 15 15 
87 127 114 122 134 136 172 194 293 269 
48 136 148 117 116 95 113 121 164 138 
7 11 13 14 26 27 30 37 5? 40 
49 64 138 70 73 50 83 100 116 116 
1 1 1 3 - 9 9 14 13 21 
296 430 480 483 457 413 531 572 810 929 
80 106 126 146 145 108 147 134 171 193 
13 31 31 35 34 29 3$ 38 54 7 
31 30 68 43 36 33 37 47 58 39 
29 64 58 69 33 55 51 54 66 79 
39 32 34 65 38 42 73 80 100 98 
83 89 84 67 95 63 83 123 206 231 
22 26 38 38 41 41 56 47 81 7 
4 17 10 7 16 9 13 16 14 19 
15 15 14 16 19 33 36 33 60 76 
1,090 1,440 1,551 1,307 1,251 1,158 1,460 952 1,007 1,167 
70 109 112 93 89 78 113 119 175 170 
17 24 4 19 24 11 21 30 31 47 
28 43 45 34 33 30 50 61 81 97 
47 52 43 23 50 32 42 45 48 48 
62 95 34 98 72 57 76 86 64 84 
1$1 185 173 168 152 95 123 183 148 197 
64 81 85 57 64 44 62 63 56 45 
219 294 315 229 206 200 205 250 265 313 
67 117 116 77 83 67 84 115 139 166 
- - 3 1 : 1 : : : ° 
529 663 748 728 718 654 812 1,023 1,331 1,372 
13 7 12 13 11 10 13 31 41 37 
18 14 20 34 25 18 55 70 84 73 
138 227 201 167 174 210 211 246 342 277 
23 32 40 29 17 49 30 60 86 98 
151 176 217 190 189 149 176 236 311 387 
79 102 111 144 118 89 117 147 203 238 
16 18 26 28 38 22 54 60 77 73 
17 13 27 16 29 21 54 69 47 79 
54 74 94 110 120 86 102 104 140 113 
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Table 26 
U.S, District Courts 
Employm ont Civil Rights Cases Filed, by District, 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1975 through 1964 
cont 


AR wcsrccevees 4 7 10 10 9 10 7 7 6 13 
AZ svessvevens 78 62 83 85 13 54 42 63 54 76 
CA M........ 165 243 259 181 197 176 154 190 234 246 
CALE wcseveee 29 22 30 28 33 52 42 68 62 65 
CALC ........ 86 135 199 238 174 191 243 211 294 314 
CALS ........ 17 27 18 36 33 24 55 68 70 
ME wc ce vccvves 12 20 29 24 14 6 8 14 18 26 
| ......... ⸗ 8 7 5 a il 18 16 18 15 
MT wove cvcves 1 7 6 6 3 13 il 12 6 10 
WY wcscccceee 13 20 13 16 15 10 4 20 30 35 
OR ......... 39 59 57 56 41 33 33 62 50 64 
WA, Bw ccecces 6 8 5 5 7 16 15 23 17 20 
WAL, V........ 52 52 51 47 53 39 7 48 47 64 
GU wnccvevens : 1 1 2 1 ° 2 - 3 1 
LL) : ° ⸗ ⸗ 1 - : - 1 
10th Cir. 221 360 412 373 348 301 446 417 $41 574 
CO ......... 100 143 155 147 124 113 163 i44 146 155 
| ere 35 55 65 54 85 75 116 122 193 195 
WM occ rcvveee 33 48 59 54 3 35 44 49 43 42 
OK, N wee eeee 7 30 31 24 25 17 20 17 38 50 
B.B........ 5 9 5 6 4 10 6 9 9 
OK, Wee eens 31 58 77 68 56 41 65 44 74 65 
- 8 18 14 16 19 11 21 27 29 35 

WY ........ 3 6 2 5 2 5 7 8 9 23 
11th Cir. 364 44) 541 508 485 543 684 904 1,070 1,115 
AL, w.cseees 89 87 132 132 97 96 148 197 309 288 
AL, WM occ cece 13 14 15 19 15 24 26 65 17 54 
AL, $....ee00s 22 24 26 24 19 31 40 58 50 53 
1 ........ 12 21 25 21 29 24 36 33 38 37 
PL, Moc cccvee 46 57 73 85 84 71 90 130 147 169 
PL, Si ........ 50 72 87 63 83 17 93 119 124 148 
GA, P........ 106 131 131 109 100 157 179 213 245 260 
GA, M ........ 15 19 28 36 M4 35 52 46 45 56 
GA,S .wcccees 11 16 24 19 24 28 20 43 35 50 
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Product Liability 


Filings of product liability cases rose 16.5 percent during the 
twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, The 9,221 cases reported in 
1983 rose to 10,745 in 1984. Although there was an overall increase in 
the number of product liability cases filed during the year, there were 
decreases in torts to land cases, property damage cases, and marine 
personal injury cases. 


Because of the increasing number of personal injury product 
liability suits involving asbestos filed in the U.S. district courts over 
the past years, the AO began distinguishing those cases from other 
personal injury product liability cases in November, 1983. Because the 
new case category was initiated in the middle of the statistical year, it 
is likely that some asbestos litigation has not been classified as such in 
the 1984 statistics. Most of the 2,788 asbestos personal injury product 
liability cases reported in 1984 were diversity of citizenship actions 
(2,665 cases). Massachusetts (599); Mississippi, Southern (538); Texas 
Eastern (289); and Pennsylvania, Eastern (231) all reported substantial 
numbers of these cases. The asbestos category is separate from other 
personal injury product liability categories in Appendix Table C-2 and 
is included in the personal injury "other" category in Table 27. Table 
27 summarizes product liability cases filed, by type and district, during 
the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, 


Antitrust 


The total number of antitrust cases commenced decreased 
slightly during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984 as 1,201 
antitrust cases were filed. This figure is down 6.7 percent from the 
1,287 cases filed last year. Although there was an overall decrease in 
the number of antitrust cases in 1984, the number of such actions 
involving the U.S. increased slightly. Civil antitrust litigation involving 
the U.S. climbed from 21 cases in 1983 to 24 cases in 1984. Criminal 
antitrust cases rose from 74 cases in 1983 to 77 cases in 1984. Over 90 
percent of all antitrust cases commenced are private cases. Private 
eases declined 7.7 percent this year, down from 1,192 to 1,100. The 
largest number of private antitrust cases were filed in California, 
Central ($3 cases); Illinois, Northern (82 cases); Pennsylvania, Eastern 
(61 cases); and New York, Southern (49 cases). Table 28 is a 
comparison of the number of antitrust cases filed during the years 1975 
through 1984. 
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Table 28 
U.S. District Courts 
Antitrust Cases Commenced 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1975 through 1984 


U.S. Cases 


Crim- | Private 
Year Total | Civil inal | Cases 


1975 ...| 1,467 56 36 1,375 
1976 ... | 1,574 51 19 1,504 
1977 ... | 1,689 47 31 1,611 
1978 ... | 1,507 42 30 1,435 
1979 ... | 1,312 50 28 1,234 


1980 ... | 1,535 39 39 1,457 
1981 ...| 1,434 60 82 1,292 
1982 ... | 1,148 29 82 1,037 
1983 ... | 1,287 21 74 1,192 
1984... | 1,201 24 77 1,100 


Land Condemnation 


Land condemnation cases filed in the U.S. district courts 
dropped 48.4 percent during the twelve month period ended June 30, 
1984. In 1983, land condemnation filings totaled 985; this figure 
decreased to 508 during 1984. The U.S. was involved as a plaintiff in 
419 of the 508 cases filed this year. Those districts reporting the 
largest number of filings of U.S. plaintiff land condemnation cases 
were Oklahoma, Eastern (36); Florida, Southern (32); and West Virginia, 
Northern (31). The land condemnation cases filed in Florida, Southern 
reflect a tremendous decrease from the 283 cases filed in that district 
a year ago. 


Civil Terminations 


During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, the U.S. 
district courts disposed of 243,113 civil cases. Seventy-six districts 
reported increases in civil disposition activity. The districts with the 
most substantial increases in terminations were Texas, Southern (up 
1,600 cases); Texas, Western (up 1,430 cases); New York, Eastern (up 
1,235 cases); and Illinois, Northern (up 1,135 cases). The rises in Texas, 
Southern and Western were due to increased dispositions of recovery of 
overpayments of veterans' benefits cases. The increase in New York, 
Eastern was influenced by rises in terminations for negotiable 
instrument contract cases and Social Security disability cases. There 
were large increases in several case categories in Illinois, Northern: 
recovery of overpayments of veterans’ benefits, Social Security 
disability insurance, employment civil rights, and ERISA cases. 


151 4 


Significant decreases in disposition activity occurred in Indiana, 
Southern (down 503 cases); the District of Columbia (down 449 cases); 
Minnesota (down 428 cases); and Wisconsin, Western (down 334 cases). 
These reductions resulted primarily from drops in the number of termi- 
nations for recovery of overpayments of veterans’ benefits cases in 
Indiana, Southern; personal injury product liability cases in the District 
of Columbia; recovery of defaulted student loan cases in Minnesota; 
and recovery of overpayments of veterans’ benefits cases and real 
property foreclosure suits in Wisconsin, Western. 


Table 29 is a summary of civil cases terminated (excluding land 
condemnation), by action taken, during the twelve month periods ended 
June 30, 1975 through 1984. During 1984, cases terminated without 
court action represented 47.1 percent of all terminations. The largest 
category of cases terminated, recovery of overpayments of veterans’ 
benefits, was also the largest category of cases terminated with no 
court action. Social Security disability insurance cases also comprised 
a substantial number of terminations. In contrast to the high 
percentage of recovery of overpayments of veterans’ benefits cases 
terminated with no court action, 11,748 of the 16,118 Social Security 
disability insurance cases terminated were disposed of with court 
action. 


Table 29 
U.S. District Courts 
Civil Cases Terminated by Action Taken 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1975 through 1984 
(Land Condemnation Cases Omitted) 


Percent During | During | Percent 

No or or of Total 

Court | Before After | After | Reaching 
Year Total | Action | Pretrial | Pretrial | Trial Trial 


+ — — 


1975 ... | 103,787 | 37.8 | 40,271 15,575 8,722 8.4 
1976 ... | 108,298) 38.5 | 41,326 16,205 8,833 8.2 
1977 ... | 115,484] 39.2 | 43,505 17,702 9,047 7.8 
1978 ... | 123,153} 36.8 | 48,719 19,725 9,373 7.6 
1979 ... | 140,024] 43.0 | 49,733 20,487 9,630 6.9 
1980 ... | 154,985) 44.4 | 53,791 22,356 10,091 6.5 
1981 ...|172,942} 41.7 | 61,090 28,304 11,416 6.6 
1982 ... | 185,507; 44.0 | 67,287 25,292 11,326 6.1 
1983 ... | 213,616; 46.3 | 75,851 27,143 11,625 5.4 
1984 ... | 241,753] 47.1 | 86,135 29,638 12,080 5.0 


During 1984, only 5.0 percent of civil cases terminated reached 
trial. This represents the lowest percentage in over 15 years. 
Additional data on civil cases terminated in the U.S. district courts 
during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984 is provided in 


Appendix Tables C-3B, C-4, and C-4A. 
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Terminations by Nature of Suit 


In addition to the rise in terminations for recovery of overpay- 
ments of veterans’ benefits cases and Social Security disability 
insurance cases, there were notable increases in several other 
categories. Among those categories increasing most substantially were 
supplemental security income payments (from 2,326 cases to 3,662 
cases); employment civil rights (from 7,635 cases to 8,729 cases); and 
negotiable instruments contract cases (from 4,275 cases to 5,293). 
Some of the categories with decreases this year were tax suits (from 
3,813 cases to 3,002 cases); land condemnation cases (from 1,740 cases 
to 1,360 cases); and Social Security black lung cases (from 580 cases to 
266 cases). More detailed information on civil cases terminated by 
nature of suit is provided in Appendix Tables C-3B and C-4. 


Median Time to Dispose of Civil Cases 


The median time from filing to disposition of civil cases 
terminated (excluding land condemnation cases, prisoner petitions, and 
deportation reviews) remained at seven months for the third 
consecutive year. The median time for cases disposed of during or 
after trial was 19 months for the second consecutive year. The overall 
median time for land condemnation cases, prisoner petitions, and 
deportation reviews was five months. This figure has remained the 
same for the past two years. 


The relatively low overall median time of seven months is 
largely the result of the high number of recovery of overpayments and 
enforcement of judgments cases terminated without judicial action. 
The median time to dispose of recovery of overpayments and 
enforcement of judgments cases during the twelve month period ended 
June 30, 1984 was three months. The comparable figure for recovery 
cases involving a trial was seven months. Excluding recovery cases, 
the overall median time from filing to disposition would have been nine 
months, and no district would have had a median lower than five 
months. Including recovery cases, seven districts (North Carolina, 
Eastern; North Carolina, Western; Tennessee, Eastern; Arizona; 
California, Northern; Oklahoma, Eastern and Alabama, Northern) had 
an overall low median time of four months. After excluding 
terminations for recovery cases, the median time was significantly 
higher in all but one of these districts, Tennessee, Eastern, where the 
median was raised by only one month. Other districts with a median of 
five months were the District of Columbia; Puerto Rico; Virginia, 
Eastern; and Illinois, Northern. 


The longest overall median time for any category (84 months) 
was recorded for Social Security black lung cases. The highest overall 
median time for any district (19 months) was recorded in the Virgin 
Islands and Northern Mariana Islands. Last year, the highest overall 
median time was recorded in Kentucky, Eastern. The 21 months 
recorded there last year declined to only 12 months in 1984. 
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More detailed information on median time intervals for civil 
cases terminated by nature of suit and method of disposition is 
provided in Appendix Tables C-5A and C-5B. Appendix Table C-5 
provides information on median time intervals for civil cases 
terminated by district and method of disposition. 


Civil Pending 


There were 250,292 civil cases pending in the U.S. district 
courts as of June 30, 1984, a 7.9 percent increase over the 231,920 
cases pending as of June 30, 1983. By comparison, the rate of increase 
last year was 12.9 percent. Despite the overall increase, 24 districts 
were able to reduce their pending caseload. Districts reporting large 
declines were Ohio, Northern (down 349 cases); Rhode Island (down 320 
cases); Florida, Southern (down 307 cases); and the Virgin Islands (down 
249 cases). Those districts experiencing the most significant increases 
in civil cases pending were California, Northern (up 1,704 cases); 
Dlinois, Northern (up 1,471 cases); and Michigan, Eastern (up 1,468 
cases). The increases in California, Northern and Illinois, Northern can 
be attributed largely to the growth in the number of pending recovery 
of overpayments of veterans’ benefits cases. A substantial growth in 
pending Social Security disability insurance cases was responsible for 
much of the increase in Michigan, Eastern. 


During the year there were notable declines in pending land 
condemnation cases (down 22.5 percent); negotiable instruments 
contract cases (down 14.1 percent); and marine contract cases (down 
9.0 percent). The most substantial rises in civil pending caseload 
occurred in Social Security cases (up 38.0 percent) and recovery of 
overpayments and enforcement of judgments cases (up 15.0 percent). 
Appendix Table C-3A provides more detailed information on civil cases 
pending in the U.S. district courts as of June 30, 1984. 


Civil Cases Pending Three Years or More 


The following resolution was adopted by the Judicial Conference 
in March 1981 to help alleviate the increasing volume of civil cases 
pending three years or more in the U.S. district courts: 


Each district judge should periodically review his docket 

to determine the status of all cases which have been pending 
three years or more. At the end of June each year, each 
district judge should review his docket and report, in 
writing, to the chief judges of the district and circuit, 

with a copy to the Administrative Office, the reason each 
such case has been pending for more than three years, its 
current status, and prospects for closing it. (Conference 


Report, page 7.) 
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Percent 
Cc 
* 
Nature of Suit 1980 196) 1962 1963 1984 | 1983 
PD. 000 ceneeneeeeenaeens 186,113 168,714 205,434 231,920 250,292) 7.9 
Dn. 060060600000e0n00008 $8,679 $4,442 57 ,967 69,958 1,526 16.5 
Recovery of Overpayments 
and Enforcement of 
JUMBMOMES Co cece wenn 6,521 7,083 11,531 16,111 16,522) 15.0 
Other Contreet.............. $,110 3,319 3,261 4,069 4,318| 6.1 
Land Condemnation ..........65 10,128 7,268 4,344 3,627 2,796, -22.9 
Other Real Property ........... 3,070 3,251 3,526 3,744 4,317) 15.3 
DTD .cceceaeneneaeee 4,495 4,241 4,060 3,995 4,015, 0.5 
inn. .00 0000606000000 64 78 55 Jo -22.2 
Civil Rights: 
Accommodations .......... ay x % - 
Employment... .. 6.6.6 00s 1,081 1,270 1,341 0.9 
WORE oc cccccccccccccces 22 1 16 $0.0 
Welfare ..... a.ceaneenns oy 75 $7 3.2 
Other Civil Rights ......... 798 693 88) 1.9 
Prisoner Petitions: 
Motions to Vacate 
th «-. 60000000060 918 622 ayy 5.8 
Habeas Corpus .........45. 656 760 937 12.9 
TT + .200000600006 479 $33 634 10.6 
Mandamus and Other ....... 220 2% 225 22.3 
Forfeiture and Penalties ........ 2,282 2,136 2,218 9.5 
DTD pce eecaceccececes 2,062 1,942 1,705 4.7 
Social Security Laws........... 13,154 12,119 14,757 38.0 
Th 946665006060060066 x 3,344 4.6 
Environmental] Matters ......... 606 $97 495 10.4 
Freedom of information 
Dh. beehbhOOe 66000600000 607 574 $13 1.5 
All Other U.S. Cases... ........ 3,206 3,326 3,132 6.7 
Private Cases... 2. 6 eee 127,434 134,272 =147,467 4.2 
GED he weeecaeececececes 26 ,890 31,163 34,787 “1.4 
Real Property .... 2... 6c eues 2,238 2,511 2,641 6.3 


Federal Employers’ Liability 


Ph 06b64.06006006060000006 2,476 2,476 2,458 4.7 
Motor Vehicle Personal 
TD 0 00066600066cc0000cs $,752 5,702 6,004 0.7 
Marine Personal Injury ......... 6,445 6,476 6,694 4.5 
Airplane Personal Injury ........ 924 613 $10 -$.1 
Assault, Libel, and 
DD £66660666666660e060 853 867 940 -1.3 
Medical Malpractice ........... 558 7% 848 22.4 
Persona! Injury Product 
Lbemility 2. cc ccc ncccnss 8,234 10,908 13,330 19.3 
Other Personal Injury .......... $,751 6,417 7,243 5.3 
Personal Property............. 5,609 5,190 4,817 4.7 
«65660666 66666666060 2,884 2,749 2,423 10.1 
Bankruptcy Appeals ........... 947 1,125 1,641 30.5 
Civil Rights: 
Accommodations .......... 49 329 273 5.4 
Employment... .........4. 7,812 8,059 9,379 9.5 
Voting . 0... cece cece ences 166 145 171 42.3 
ee ee ee 258 302 271 -18.8 
Other Civil Rights ......... 8,215 9,364 10,281 6.6 
Interstate Commerce .......... 6,122 1,704 $21 -3.7 
Prisoner Petitions: 
Habeas Corpus ............ 4,916 5,404 5,909 2.8 
Civil Rights ...........45. 10,729 13,120 15,673 3.5 
Mandamus and Other ....... 80 91 -3.0 
DT pBh6 0006666000006 6,983 7,739 8,366 7.0 
Copyright, Patent and 
— 6660066 4,002 4,223 4,503 -3.4 
Securities, Commodities 
cGK60O40446066606% 3,058 2,919 3,304 15.0 
i Kki0666060606040064 3,219 3,749 3,789 19.6 


During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, the 
number of civil cases pending three years more increased 7.5 
percent, from 14,554 in 1983 to 15,646 in 1984. This rise of 1,092 in 


the number of pending three-year-old cases represents the second 
consecutive increase. A comparison of the age of civil cases pending 
for the years 1975 through 1984 is provided in Table 31. 
Table 31 
Caches Cases 
a 30, 1975 221 
(Excluding Land Condemnation Cases) 
3 Years 
Less or More 
Than lto2 | 2to3 | Num-| Per- 
Year Total 1 year Years | Years ber | cent 
— 2 = —— 
1975... 117,491 73,692 25,999 10,237 7,563 6.4 
1976 136,753 62,053 32,622 12,664 9,414 6.9 
1977 149,035 83,013 37,425 16,762 | 11,835 7.9 
1978 157,625 84,972 36,753 19,846 | 16,054 10.2 
1979 166,668 93,411 35,979 18,189 | 19,089 11.5 
1980 ... | 175,798 | 101,303 37,083 16,820 | 20,592 11.7 
1961 ... | 181,253 | 108,961 39,265 16,732 | 15,275 8.4 
1962 ... 200,865 | 125,067 44,060 1 9 |13,979 7.0 
1983... | 228,126 | 146,679 46,723 20,170 | 14,554 6.4 
1984... 247,350 | 157,539 53,011 21,154 | 15,646 6.3 
Percent Change 
1984 over 
1983 ... 8.4 7.4 13.5 4.9 75 


Despite the overall increase, a large reduction was reported in 
the number of three-year-old pending Social Security black lung cases, 
which decreased from 191 cases in 1983 to 15 cases in 1984. Local 
jurisdiction insanity cases pending three years or more also dropped 
substantially, from 112 cases to 3 cases. Table 33 is a summary of civil 
cases pending three years or more, by jurisdiction and nature of suit, as 
of June 30, 1983 and 1984. 


Thirty-nine district courts experienced declines in the number of 
cases pending three years or more. Large decreases were reported by 
Wisconsin, Western (down 89.5 percent); North Carolina, Western (down 
83.9 percent); and North Carolina, Middle (down 62.1 percent). The 
largest reduction in the number of three-year-old cases pending 
occurred in Kentucky, Eastern. There the 727 cases pending as of June 
30, 1983 declined to 515, as of June 30, 1984, a reduction of 212 cases. 


The three-year-old pending caseloads more than doubled in 
Maine and Nevada. Many of the cases pending in Maine are asbestos- 
related personal injury cases. The increase in Nevada is the result of a 


rise in the number of pending personal injury cases involving a hotel 
fire that happened more than three years ago. 


Table 32 is a comparison of the number of civil cases pending 
three years or more, by district, during the twelve month periods ended 
June 30, 1983 and 1984 (land condemnation cases omitted). Appendix 
Tables C-6A and C-6B provide more detailed data on civil cases 
pending three years or more as of June 30, 1984. 
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SE neekains | 94 93 “1.1 RS 334 327 -2.1 
A nian ted 487 +04 0.6 EE 124 126 1.6 
i  neenn ns 287 304 18.3 RE 4 49 44.1 
SE tien delhi 2 3 . 7 $1 87 70.6 
eee 7 43 16.2 
a | 151 190 25.8 


© Percent change computed on ten or more. 
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Class Action 


Class action suits, actions filed pursuant to Rule 23 of the 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, decreased during the twelve month 
period ended June 30, 1984. Class action filings declined 3.4 percent, 
from 1,023 in 1983 to 988 in 1984. Pending class action suits also 
declined. There were 2,241 cases pending as of June 30, 1984, a 14.1 
percent decrease from the 2,609 cases pending one year ago. Class 
action suits filed and pending have continued to decline since 1977. 
Table 34 is a comparison of the proportion of class action allegations to 
total civil cases for the twelve month periods ended June 30, 1975 


through 1984. 
Table 34 
U.S. District Courts 
Proportion of Class Action Allegations to Total Civil Cases 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1975 through 1984 


Filing Pending 
ercent Percent 
Class of Class of 
Year Total | Action| Total Total | Action; Total 
1975 117,320 | 3,061 2.6 119,767 | 5,184] 4.3 
1976 130,587 | 3,584 | 2.7 140,189 | 5,987 | 4.3 
1977 130,567 |} 3,153 | 2.4 153,606 | 6,281 4.1 
1978 138,770 | 2,586 | 1.9 166,462 | 6,014 | 3.6 
1979 154,666 | 2,084; 1.3 177,805; 5,486 | 3.1 
1980 168,789 | 1,568 | 0.9 186,113} 4,574 | 2.5 
1981 180,576 | 1,672 | 0.9 188,714; 3,950 | 2.1 
1982 206,193 | 1,238} 0.6 205,434 | 3,263 1.6 
1983 241,842 | 1,023 | 0.4 231,920} 2,609 | 1.1 
1984 261,485 988 | 0.4 250,292 | 2,241 0.9 
Percent Change ix’ 
1984 over 
1983 ... 8.1 -3.4 - 7.9] -14.1 - 


The largest number of class action suits filed during 1984 were 
filed in Dlinois, Northern (110 cases); New York, Southern (74 cases); 
New Jersey (48 cases); and Pennsylvania, Eastern (42 cases). Mlinois, 
Northern and New York, Southern also had the greatest number of class 
action cases pending (193 cases and 183 cases, respectively). Table 35 
summarizes class action suits commenced and pending during the 
twelve month period ended June 30, 1984. 
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Tabie 35 


U.S. Distriet Courts 


Clam Action Suits Commenced and Pending 
the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1964 


Duri 
(Allegations Filed Under Rule 23, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure) 

tad Clr... .. 397 125 333 AR, BE wwe ceees 58 3 33 
ARLW occ ccuee 5 2 « 
CT ncccvns , 68 2 61 TAY Nanas X 3 a 6 
NY, NW nue eee ‘ ° 5 1A, 8 X 12 7 
) A eee 50 14 39 _ BPEREEEEERE 69 35 76 
WY,S wn aes ool) 100 ™4 183 MO, EB ....05. . 21 ll 23 
NY, Wiecccune : 50 10 4) Be, Weccccece 7 - | 
VT. . seer . 6 6 6 NE . *ereee . 17 1 10 
ND wna oe 2 - 3 
fed Clr... .. 210 129 185 BD cvcccvcves 3 - 3 
BB cccccvvces 18 7 20 oth Cir... ... 222 50 159 

ec ccccecvces 61 48 44 
PAL B occ cuee 74 42 67 AK wuuee : 5 ° 4 
PALM nce cnne 18 10 20 AZ TEeTTTTy 41 3 21 
4 36 22 33 AT << cnnend 33 17 24 
WE cocccccces : 3 - ! CA, B vevvcces 11 l 7 
CA, © vecccecs 9 1 8 
4th Clr. . , 178 63 166 CAB sccccees 26 6 20 
— Pee 23 5 15 
MD weccvcvces 72 35 79 BP vcccccccces 2 4 4 
WO, GS wvccvves 9 6 12 Me cocccccecs a 3 5 
NC, M ww ccnee ‘ 16 4 12 Ty cccccccces 11 6 10 
WG, We cvccccee 13 4 7 GR cevccccces 9 1 8 
Be eccccccces ‘ 26 9 16 WA, B vccccccs 25 3 18 
Tn secsese ‘ 5 12 8 4 2 
Vio WM cccccoes 10 5 9 GO scccvvcces ll - 11 
A ne 7 1 6 Wc cccccvece 2 - 2 

WY, cccccces 20 7 19 
10th Clr. . 93 36 64 

Sth Clr. ..... a 159 359 
a CO nccvvccees 22 17 23 
LA, B wn .eeeee 44 4 31 Bie cccccscces 4 2 17 
* SS errerer 7 3 9 We cccccvcces 8 8 7 
— 18 21 19 Gey BH ccccccce 10 4 12 
Bay  cccccces 49 29 $1 OR, Bn cesees 2 2 2 
MBB... cee eee 53 40 65 OK, Wow wees 8 3 3 
Tie BW ccccceces 85 22 69 DE ccccccccce 10 - - 
Vito ccccccce $1 7 38 WE cocccccecs 1 - - 

W 91 6 49 
21 17 28 1ithCir.....| 272 122 298 
6th Cir...... 236 68 214 Bi BH cccccccs 40 36 44 
Bg WH cccccces 29 20 32 
le cocccecd 37 8 37 — 13 10 15 
ey WH cccccece 31 3 30 | Brrr 9 1 C) 
Hi Mo cccccccs 13 4 12 FL........ 39 18 40 
. | Bereerere 15 13 22 Ply Boccccvece 66 17 47 
Gg  cccccecs 79 10 49 Ge HH cccccces 44 5 22 
Oe cocccces 18 6 16 Cy WH cc cccoes 16 6 12 
Wily BD cccccces 3 2 1 Gy cccccces 16 9 16 

Tite WE cccccced 7 - 2 

Vito W ccccccca % 22 45 
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Service of Visiting Judges in the Federal Courts 


Data on the service of visiting judges in the U.S. district courts 
and courts of appeals is provided in Appendix Tables V~-1 and V-2, 
respectively. This year, for the first time, data is reflected by type of 
judge providing service instead of individual judge. In addition, data is 
now provia.. in Table V-1 on the work completed by visiting juuges in 
U.S, district courts during the year (civil cases and criminal defendants 
disposed of and trials completed) instead of data on "Days of Service." 
In Appendix Table V-2, detailed data is provided on the activity of 
visiting judges in the circuit courts of appeals for appeals terminated 
during the year. 


ORDERS DISPENSING WITH OR REQUIRING FILING OF 
DISCOVERY MATERIALS 


Rule 5(d) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure states that: 


"All papers after the complaint required to 
be served upon a party shall be filed with the 
court either before service or within a rea- 
sonable time thereafter but the court may on 
motion of a party or on its own initiative 
order that depositions upon oral examination 
and interrogatories, requests for documents, 
requests for admission, and answers and 
responses thereto not be filed unless on order 
of the court or for use in the proceeding." 


Beginning in November 1980, data was collected to monitor the 
volume of orders filed in the U.S. district courts pursuant to Rule 5(d), 
F.R.Cv.P.; collection was discontinued in December 1983. Table 36 
provides a summary of the number and types of orders filed during the 
38 month period during which data was collected. 


A total of 1,325 orders were filed during the period, 990 dispen- 
sing with the filing of discovery materials, and 335 requiring the filing 
of such materials. Of the 990 orders requiring filing, 916 were on the 
motion of the court and 74 were at the request of parties to the litiga- 
tion. All 335 orders requiring the filing of discovery materials were at 
the request of litigants. 


During the period, 33 districts reported the filing of orders 
under Rule 5(d). Georgia, Southern reported the largest number of 
these filings with 389. Four other districts reported filings of more 
than 100 such orders: Pennsylvania, Western (172); Idaho (140); Ohio, 
Northern (104); and Montana (101). 
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Table 36 
U.S. District Courts 
Orders Entered Pursuant to Rule 5(d), Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 
Dispensing With or Requiring the yy of Certain Discovery Materials 
During the Period November 1980 through December 1983 


Dispensing With Filing Requiring Filing* 
At On At 
Total Request of | Court's Request 
Orders Parties to | Own of 

District Entered | Total | Litigation | Motion | Total | Litigants 
Total..... 1,325 990 74 916 335 335 
AL, N .neeee 1 l - l - - 
CAB neces . 11 l - 1 10 10 
1—— 3 3 3 - . - 
FLM..... 1 1 J 1 J 
GA,N eeeeer 6 ad ad ae 6 6 
GA GS....... 389 389 - 389 - - 
— 140 140 4 136 - - 
ILM nc ceee 1 - - - 1 1 
Toe ceccces 3 - J - 3 3 
Miccesecee 3 - - J 3 3 
1 32 7 7 J 25 25 
D 2 2 1 1 - - 
Ti eeeseses 3 3 - 3 J - 
MIE ...sues 82 82 2 80 - - 
7 encceeee 75 - - . 75 75 
De ceeccces 101 - - - 101 101 
7 eeseeeee 2 - - - 2 2 
ey eeeccece 4 1 - —1 3 3 
i seeeceee 3 3 - 3 - - 
i peeeeeece 71 2 2 - 69 69 
ok Fe 2 2 2 - - - 
—— — 1 1 1 - - - 
OH,N....5e- 104 104 ~ 104 - - 
OK, N....... 2 2 J 2 - - 
i seeeeere 7 1 - 1 6 6 
Pr 172 172 - 172 - - 
1 2 1 1 - 1 1 
TN,M....0- 24 3 3 - 21 21 
THB co cccces 1 1 - 1 - - 
| Pee 49 49 32 17 - . 
VA,E...... 5 4 4 - 1 1 
WV,N.....5- 12 7 7 - 5 5 
errr 11 * 5 3 3 3 


* While Rule 5(d), F.R.Cv.P. allows for requests by representatives of 
the media in addition to those from litigants, no such requests were 
received. 
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TRANSFER OF CASES UNDER TITILE 28 U.S.C. SECTION 1407 


The Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation acted upon 1,120 
civil actions pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C, Section 1407 during the twelve 
month period ended June 30, 1984, The Panel transferred 544 cases 
originally filed in 76 different district courts to 24 transferee districts 
for inclusion in coordinated or consolidated pretrial proceedings with 
576 actions already pending in the transferee districts. The Panel 
denied transfer of 99 actions. 


Since creation of the Panel in 1968, there have been 13,274 civil 
actions centralized for pretrial proceedings. As of June 30, 1984, there 
were 10,213 actions remanded for trial, reassigned within the trans- 
feree district, or terminated in the transferee court. At the end of this 
year, there were 3,061 actions pending throughout 34 transferee 
district courts. 


Tables 37 and 38 provide statistics on the number of cases 
transferred since the Panel was created, and the flow of cases into and 
out of the districts during the current year and cumulative since 1968. 
Information on specific cases can be obtained from the Judicial Panel 
on Multidistrict Litigation. 


Table 37 
Cumulative Summary of Actions Subjected to 
Title 28 U.S.C, Section 1407 Proceedings, 
1968 through 1984 


Adjusted 
As of As of 
July 1, June 30, 

Actions 1983 1984 


Transferred 7,876 8,420 


Originally Filed in Transferee 
Districts 4,278 4,854 


12,154 13,274 


Terminated by Transferee Courts or 
Remanded by the Panel (9,423) (10,213)* 


Total Presently Pending and 
Subjected to Section 1407 
2,731 3,061 


* Includes a total of 2,240 actions which have been remanded by the 
Panel and 133 actions reassigned to transferor judges within the 
transferee district. 
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CRIMINAL WORKLOAD 


Summary of Workload 


During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984 criminal 
case filings, including transfers, totaled 36,845, an increase of 2.6 
percent over the 35,913 cases filed last year. Case filings have contin- 
uously increased over the last four years. Criminal case terminations, 
were up 4.4 percent or 1,509 cases from the 33,985 last year to 35,494 
in 1984. Filings exceeded terminations this year by 3.8 percent 
resulting in a 7.3 percent increase in the number of cases pending. This 
year, there were 19,938 pending criminal cases compared to the 18,587 
cases pending last year. The pending caseload has increased each year 
since reaching a low in 1980. Table 39 provides a comparison of cases 
filed, terminated, and pending for the twelve month periods ended June 
30, 1975 through 1984. 


Table 39 
U.S. District Courts 
Criminal Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1975 through 1984 


Total Filed 
Original | Received | Total 
Pending Pro- by Term- | Pending 
Year July 1 | ceedings | Transfer | inated | June » 
1975 .... 22,644 41,108 2,174 43,515 22,411 
1976 .... 22,411 39,147 1,911 43,675 19,794 
1977 ..... 19,794 40,000 1,589 44,233 17,150 
1978 .... 17,150 34,624 1,359 37,286 15,847 
1979 ..... 15,847 31,536 1,152 33,411 15,124 
1980 ..... 15,124 27,910 1,022 29,297 14,759 
1981 ..... 14,759 30,353 975 30,221 15,866 
1982 ... 15,866 31,765 917 31,889 16,659 
1983 ..... 16,659 34,928 985 33,985 18,587 
1984 ..... 18,5 / 35,911 934 35,494 19,938 
Percent Change 
1984 over 
1983 ... 11.6 2.8 -5.2 4.4 7.3 
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x Table D-1 provides the number of cases and 
defendants filed, terminated, and pending in the district courts during 
the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984. The offense levels 
shown on the tables are: 


Felony Offense - a criminal offense punishable by imprisonment 
for a term exceeding one year (Title 18 U.S.C. Section 1). 


Misdemeanor Offense - a criminal offense punishable by imprison- 
ment for a term not exceeding one year without regard to the 
fine amount (Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3401). 


Petty Offense - ("Other") a criminal offense punishable by 
imprisonment for a term not exceeding six months or a fine not 
more than $500.00 or both (Title 18 U.S.C. Section i(3)). 


Case Filings by Type of Proceeding 


A criminal case filed in the U.S. district court commences by 1 
of 11 types of proceedings. The most common method of felony case 
filings is indictment by a grand jury. This year felony cases decreased 
2.2 percent to 23,242 compared to the 23,754 felonies filed last year. 
Felony cases accounted for 64.7 percent of all cases filed and 96.2 
percent of the cases filed by indictment. 


Filings by "Information - Indictment Waived" decreased 30.4 
percent to 2,652 from the 3,811 cases filed by this type of proce 
last year. Cases remanded from the appellate court decreased 36. 
percent and removals from state courts decreased 9.1 percent. 


Felony filings commenced by indictment increased 2.$ percent. 
Other methods of proceedings that increased include re-opens and re- 
instated cases (up 19.3 percent); juvenile delinquency proceedings (up 
49.3 percent); retrials on mistrials (up 14.7 percent); and retrials after 
remand from appeals courts (up 26.2 tonal 


Table 40 provides data on felony cases, by nature of proceeding, 
commenced during the twelve month periods ended June 30, 1981 
through 1984. Appendix Table D-2 provides the number of all cases and 
defendants commenced for each type of proceeding during the twelve 
month periods ended June 30, 1980 through 1984. 
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Table 40 

U.S. District Courts 
) 
: 
: 


Criminal Cases Commenced 
Showing Nature of Excluding Transfers, 
During the Twelve Month Periods June 30, 1981 through 1984 
(Felonies Only) 
Percent 
Change 
1984/ 
1984 1983 
TO. cocecessceseceesecace 20,006 21,485 23,754 23,242 | -2.2 
Commenced by: 
eee — — 16,760 17,809 19,508 20,076 2.9 
Information-Indict ment 
WED ncccccccccecececes 2,925 3,233 3,811 2,652 | -30.4 
Remanded from 
Appellate Court............ 92 82 47 30 | -36,2 
Removed from State Court ...... ll 14 22 20 | -3.1 
Reopened/Reinstated .......... 97 135 38 105 | 19.3 
Juvenile Delinquency 
ProceedingS ... 1... ssc eeees 70 85 73 109 | 49,3 
Retrial on Mistrial ..........5.. 17 46 75 86 | 14,7 
Retrial - Remand from 
Appeals Court ............. 34 81 130 164 | 26.2 


Note: Percent change computed for ten or more cases. 


Filings by Offense 


The offense for statistical reporting purposes is the offense in a 
criminal case that carries the highest possible penalty at the time of 
filing or conviction. If several offenses are reported and each carry 
the same penalty, a crime against person takes priority over a crime 
against property. Attempts, except attempted homicide which is 
classified as an assault, and conspiracies are classified according to the 
substantive offense reported. Accessory crimes, aiding and abetting 
are also classified by the substantive offense reported. Data for 
offenses reported in Appendix Tables D-2 and D-3 were classified using 
these standards. 


Filings increased in several offense categories this year. The 
increases impacting most on the district courts were for prosecutions 
under the Drug Abuse Prevention and Control Act (DAPCA), fraud 
cases, and immigration cases. DAPCA prosecutions were up 10.3 
percent or 523 cases, while fraud and immigration rose 4.4 percent (246 
cases) and 12.7 percent (241 cases), respectively. The 4.4 percent 
increase in fraud violations resulted from an increase in eight sub- 
categories under this category, with the most significant increase in 
postal fraud cases (up 212 cases). The largest percent increase under 
fraud was for veterans and allotments violations which increased 92.9 
percent or 26 cases. Other offenses with a substantial percentage 
increase but only small increases in the number of cases were: con- 
tempt (up 64.3 percent or 27 cases ; civil rights (up 32.1 percent or 25 
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cases); kidnapping (up 24.2 percent or 15 cases); and sex offenses (up 
15.6 percent or 22 cases). The 12.7 percent (241 cases) increase in 
filings for immigration violations partially reflects the enhanced 
efforts of the Department of Justice in controlling the national 
borders. In 1983 these efforts resulted in apprehension of illegal aliens 
at the highest level recorded. (Statement of D. Lowell Jensen, 
Associate Attorney General before the Committee on the Judiciary, 
U.S. Senate, May 7, 1984.) 


Filings for offenses under DAPCA rose for the fourth 
consecutive year. Within the DAPCA category, with an overall 
increase of 10.3 percent, filings for controlled substances violations 
decreased 13.8 percent, filings for marihuana violations increased 3.3 
percent, and filings for narcotics violations rose by 26.7 percent. This 
continuous increase reflects the efforts of the Department of Justice 
through the Organized Crime Drug Enforcement task force that have 
produced 414 indictments against more than 2,044 defendants in 1983 
(also stated before the Committee on the Judiciary on May 7, 1984). 
The majority of the filings for narcotics violations were in the category 
"selling, distribution or dispensing" Schedule 1 narcotics. 


Filings also decreased in several offense categories this year. 
The most significant decreases in terms of the number of cases filed 
were: forgery and counterfeiting (down 358 cases or 15.4 percent); 
embezzlement (down 305 cases or 14.5 percent); escape (down 100 
cases or 11.1 percent); and auto theft (down 68 cases or 19.2 percent). 


Table 41 p ovides data on cases filed by nature of offense during 
the twelve month periods ended June 30, 1983 and 1984. Appendix 
Table D-2 provides the number of case filings and defendants during 
the twelve month periods ended June 2 ', 1980 through 1984. 


United States District Courts 


ALL CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED 
BY OFFENSE 


TWELVE WOSSTH PERIOO ENDED JUNE 30, 1004 


TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES: 36,911 


All Orher. 8.3% Homicide, Robbery, Assault and Burgiery: 6.0% 


Larceny and Theft- 9.5% 


Drunk Driving endTraffic 


20 1% 


Embezziement 
and Fraud- 21.3% 


: — 


Escape” 224—— 


Weapons and Fires ms 4.6% 


vv 
mateo O6h * Auto Theft- 0.8% 


Forgery and Counterfeitin, - 5.5% 


Marihuane 5.8% Narcotics- 7.6% 


Controlled Substances. 2.1% 


Drug Abuse Prevention and Contro! Act- 15.6% 


Escape from custody. arding or abetting an escape, failure to appear in court and dail jumping. 


Note All figures exciude transfers 


Does rot add up to 100 O% due to rounding 
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Table 41 
U.S. District Courts 
Criminal Cases Filed by Nature of Offense (Excludes Transfers) 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1983 and 1984 


Percent 
Nature of Offense 
Homicide .......eeeeeeeecees 156 156 - 
Robbery... 1. ec ecceccccccecs 1,357 1,329 -2.1 
MEE cpococccccccecececece 1,245 1,247 0.2 
BED eccccccccecececcece 60 49 -18.3 
GP ecocccncecececececs 52 33 -36.5 
Assault 2... ccc ccc cccccccces 552 525 4.9 
Burglary ................... 184 155 -15.8 
Larceny and Theft ............ 3,409 3,400 -0.3 
Embezzlement .........eeee0:% 2,107 1,802 -14.5 
BE wecceccecececucecncce 5,598 5,844 4.4 
Auto Theft. ......ccceeeseees 354 286 -19.2 
Forgery and Counter- 
feiting .......c cee ceeceees 2,324 1,966 -15.4 
Sex Offenses ......0eeeeeeees 141 163 15.6 
Nareoties Laws (DAPCA) ....... 5,088 5,611 19.3 
Marihuana ......0eeeeeeees 2,031 2,099 3.3 
Narcotics. ......eeeeeeeee 2,166 2,744 26.7 
Controlled Substance ........ 891 768 -13.8 
Miscellaneous General 
Offenses ......ceeceeceees 9,931 10,655 3 
Weapons and Firearms ....... 1,730 1,668 -3.6 
BE pe ececcaceccececes 905 805 -1i.1 
Drunk Driving and 
TRORD cccccccccccccces 6,294 7,226 14.8 
Kidnapping... ....ceeeeee0. 62 77 24.2 
O her Miscellaneous 
General Offenses ......... 940 879 -6.5 
Immigration Laws.........ee6. 1,903 2,144 12.7 
Liquor, Internal Revenue........ 16 19 18.8 
Federal Statutes.............. 1,808 1,856 2.7 
Agricultural Acts ........... 288 259 -10.1 
Antitrust Viglations eeeeeeece 74 77 4.1 
Civil Rights ...........005. 78 103 32.1 , 
Contempt .......eceeecees 42 69 64.3 
Food and Drug Acts ...... eee 65 56 -13.9 
Migratory Bird Laws........ ‘ 111 67 -39.6 
Motor Carrier Act .......... 76 75 -1.3 
er : tatutes ....... 1,074 1,150 7.1 
1 


Includes escape from custody, aiding and abetting an escape, failure 
to appeur in court, and bail jumping. 

These are principally cases removed from state courts under 
provisions of the Civil Rights Act, Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1443. 


i An 


Case Filings by District 


Filings increased in 40 of the 94 district courts and decreased in 
32 during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984. There was no 
change in two district courts. Table 42 provides data on the number of 
eases filed, terminated, and pending in each district for the twelve 
month periods ended June 30, 1983 and 1984. 


Of the 40 districts with an increase in filings, 10 had an increase 
of more than 20 percent. The largest increase was in North Carolina, 
Eastern (up 99.7 percent) where case filings for traffic offenses 
increased 502.3 percent (or 221 cases). Other districts with increases 
over 20 percent were Guam (up 97.4 percent where cases increased 
significantly for homicide, fraud, larceny and drugs, but only slightly in 
ether categories); Florida, Northern (up 73.9 percent where cases filed 
for fraud and narcotics increased by 24 and 12 cases, respectively); 
Alabama, Southern (up 69.4 percent where over 50.0 percent of the 
increase was in categories of fraud, forgery and counterfeiting, and 
weapons and firearms violations); and Puerto Rico (up 43.9 percent 
where violations of immigration laws increased 176.2 percent (111 
eases over the 63 immigration filings last year). Other districts with 
an increase of more than 20 percent were: Washington, Eastern (up 
35.7 percent); District of Columbia (up 35.4 percent); Hawaii (up 26.1 
percent); New Mexico (up 25.4 percent); and Massachusetts (up 22.3 
percent). 


Of the 52 districts reporting a decrease this year, only 7 
districts decreased more than 25 percent. Those districts were the 
Northern Mariana Islands (down 88.9 percent); New Hampshire (down 
42.9 percent); Oklahoma, Northern (down 27.8 percent); Missouri, 
Eastern (down 27.1 percent); Alaska down 26.5 percent); Mississippi, 
Northern (down 25.4 percent); and South Dakota (down 25.1 percent). 


Appendix Table D-3 provides, by district and offense, the 
number of cases and defendants commenced during the twelve month 
period ended June 30, 1984. 


Case Terminations 


The number of cases terminated increased 4.6 percent from 
33,120 cases last year to 34,656 in 1984. Terminations increased in 55 
district courts and declined in 39. 


Districts with large increases were Guam (up 94.7 percent); 
North Carolina, Eastern (up 53.8 percent); Hawaii (up 47.6 percent); 
Florida, Northern (up 47.4 percent); and Puerto Rico (up 43.6 percent). 


Terminations declined 30 percent or more in the Northern 
Mariana Islands (down 45.5 percent); New Hampshire (down 45.2 
percent); Alaska (down 32.8 percent); and Rhode Island (down 31.2 
percent). 


Table 42 provides data, by district, on case terrninations during 
the twelve month periods ended June 30, 1983 and 1984. 
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Defendant Dispositions 


During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, defendant 
dispositions in the U.S, district courts totaled 44,501, a 2.7 percent 
inerease ove the 43,329 dispositions last year, Appendix Tables D-4 
and D-5 provide data on defendant dispositions for 1984, 


The 36,104 defendants convicted and sentenced this year was 4 
1.4 percent increase over the 35,591 convictions last year, Convictions 
this year were 81.1 percent of all defendant dispositions, The majority 
of the convictions totaling 31,060 were by guilty plea, Convictions by 
jury accounted for 3,674 dispositions while convictions by the court and 
pleas of nolo contendere accounted for 969 and 401, respectively. 


Of the 44,501 dispositions, 18.9 percent or 8,397 defendants 
were not convicted. Dismissals accounted for 83.6 percent of the non- 
convictions (7,022 cases), while acquittals by jury totaled 1,048 or 12,5 
percent and acquittals by the court totaled 327 or 3.9 percent. 


Regular imprisonment terms were imposed on 11,828 defendants 
this year, a 1.3 percent decrease from the 11,979 defendants sentenced 
with regular imprisonment terms last year. Regular imprisonment 
sentences accounted for 66.8 percent of all defendants sentenced to 
imprisonment and 32.8 percent of all defendants convicted. The 
average term of imprisonment this year was 58.0 months, a modest 
increase over the average imprisonment term of 57.2 months in 1983, 
Defendants with split sentences increased 2.3 percent, while 
defendants sentenced under the Youth Corrections Act decreased 23.1 
percent and indeterminate prison terms decreased 0.9 percent, Defen- 
dants sentenced to a fine only increased 23.5 percent from 3,220 last 
year to 3,977 this year. 


Defendants sentenced to probation terms decreased 1.5 percent 
to 13,880 this year. This comprised 38.4 percent of all defendants 
convicted in the U.S. district courts. The average probation term for 
1984, 35.0 months, was an increase of 1.5 months from the 33.5 months 
reported last year. Table 43 is a summary of disposition methods and 
the type of sentences imposed in 1983 and 1984, 


Disposition by Offense 


During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, the 
number of defendant dispositions in four offense categories accounted 
for over 60.0 percent of the dispositions. Defendant dispositions under 
DAPCA totaled 9,191, or 20.7 percent of the dispositions, which is 
slightly lower than the composite percentage for DAPCA dispositions 
last year. Fraud accounted for 7,186 dispositions (16.1 percent) com- 
pared to 7,029 (16.2 percent) last year. Larceny and theft accounted 
for an additional 4,138 dispositions (9.3 percent), while drunk driving 
and traffic accounted for 6,720 dispositions (15.1 percent), an increase 
over the 5,572 dispositions last year. 


Appendix Tables D-4 and D-5 provide data on defendant disposi- 
tions by type of offense during the twelve month period ended June 30, 


1984. 
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Table 43 


U.S, District Courts 
Summary of Criminal Defendants Convicted and Not Convicted 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1983 and 1984 


Percent 
Method of Disposition 1983 | 1984 | Change 
Total Defendants ............ | 43,329 44,501 2.7 
Total Not Convicted.......... 7,738 8,397 8.5 
Percent of Defendants ........+. 17.9 18,9 - 
Dismissed .ocsssseeveeevevees 6,566 7,022 6.9 
Acquitted by: 
TTS cococcececeoeceoseces 281 327 16.4 
Jury eee eee eee eee eee eee eee 891 1,048 17.6 
Total Convicted..........+.+++ |35,591 36,104 1.4 
Percent of Defendants eee eeeeeee 82.1 81,1 al 
By Plea of Guilty .......++++++++ {29,814 31,060 4,2 
Nolo Contendere eee eee eee ween 709 401 ~43.4 
By Court wccccccccccccccccces 1,286 969 -24.7 
By JUPY wc eee eee e ewww eenens 3,782 3,674 ~2.9 
Type sentence: 
Fine OMY ccc cree eee ee ewnes 3,220 3,977 23.5 
Other ee ee 388 537 38.4 
Imprisonment eee eee ee eee eee 17,886 17,710 -1.0 
Regular Sentence! ......... {11,979 11,828 | -1.3 
1+ 12 months.....eeeeeeee 2,503 2,282 -8.8 
13-35 months ............ 2,671 2,666 0.2 
36 - 59 MONTHS ..- eee eeeees 2,543 2,628 3.3 
60 months and over........+. 4,262 4,252 ~0.2 
Average Sentence......+++5 57.2 58.0 - 
Split sentence .....66eeeeee8 3,973 4,063 2.3 
Indeterminate .....6eeee65 ee 1,496 1,482 -0.9 
YCA or YO eevee wee ewe eee 438 337 23.1 
Probation. ....seeeeeeeeeeeees | 14,097 13,880 “1.5 
Term (Months) 
l > 12 eee eeeeee eee eeee . 3,355 2,896 “13.7 
iE) BPPYTTTITTTTTrTity 2,876 2,755 4.2 
© Ee ccccccececceeeeees 4,134 3,989 -3.5 
37 and OVEr ... cece eee eeee 3,732 4,240 13.6 
Average Term .......+>+ X 33.5 35.0 - 
: Includes Federal Juvenile Penge Act sentences. 
Youth Corrections Act ° 
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Dispositions by District 


This year, as last year, the same four districts had over 1,500 
criminal dispositions with the same offenses contributing to the high 
volume of dispositions. Virginia, Eastern reported 1,941 defendant 
dispositions (53.5 percent were for traffic and drunk driving); Texas, 
Southern reported 2,238 dispositions (45.7 percent were for 
Immigration laws violations and 25.7 percent for DAPCA offenses); 
Florida, Southern had 1,998 dispositions (64.2 percent were DAPCA 
cases); and Hawaii had 2,794 dispositions (90.2 percent were traffic and 
drunk driving offenses). However, of the 2,794 dispositions in Hawaii 
2,239 were strictly traffic offenses. 


Other districts reporting significant increases were California, 
Southern (1,420); California, Central (1,407); Texas, Western (1,332); 
and New York, Southern (1,113). In California, Southern, 43.5 percent 
(617) of the dispositions were for violations of Immigration laws and 
24.7 percent (351) were for dispositions under DAPCA, Similarly, the 
majority of the dispositions in Texas, Western were for violations of 
Immigration laws, 31.6 percent (421); drug violations, 19.0 percent 
(253); and violations of curfew-restricted areas trespass, 14.1 percent 
(188). In the remaining two districts, the majority of the dispositions 
were more varied among the offense categories. In California, 
Central, robbery, 19.5 percent (274); DAPCA, 17.1 percent (240); 
larceny and theft, 14.0 percent (197); embezzlement, 7.1 percent (100); 
forgery and counterfeiting, 7.1 percent (100); and false claims and 
statements, 5.8 percent (64) accounted for over 69.3 percent of the 
dispositions. In New York, Southern, the majority of the dispositions 
were drug violations, 30.9 percent (343); larceny and theft, 14.3 
percent (159); postal and interstate wire fraud, 7.3 percent (81); 
embezzlement and fraud, 6.4 percent (71); forgery and counterfeiting, 
5.8 percent (64), and obstructing mail, 3.5 percent (39). These offenses 
accounted for 68.0 percent of the dispositions in that district. The 
number of defendant dispositions in each district court for the twelve 
month period ended June 30, 1984 is provided in Appendix Table D-7 by 
type disposition and sentence imposed. 


Median Time from Filing to Disposition 


Time intervals for criminal defendants are computed from filing 
to disposition, including conviction, acquittal, or dismissal. For convic- 
ted defendants, the interval covers all time through sentencing, includ- 
ing time for observation and study. 


This year, the national median time from filing to disposition for 
the 44,501 defendants was 4.4 months, a slight increase over the 
median time reported last year. The median time for defendant 
dispositions after jury trial was 6.4 months; after court trial, 4.2 
months; and after guilty pleas, 4.2 months. The median time for defen- 
dants whose cases were dismissed was 4.6 months. 
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The highest median reported was in Mississippi, Southern (9.1 
months) and the lowest medians were reported in Georgia, Middle (1.6 
months); Virginia, Eastern (1.9 months); and North Carolina, Eastern 
(1.9 months), Georgia, Middle has reported the lowest median since 
1978. The high number of dispositions for drunk driving and traffic 
violations accounted for the low median in each of these districts, 
Traffic offenses accounted for 73.7 percent of the dispositions in 
Georgia, Middle; 53.5 percent in Virginia, Eastern; and 4..0 percent in 
North Carolina, Eastern. Over 92.0 percent of the defendants in these 
districts pled guilty or their cases for this offense were dismissed, thus, 
reducing the time period between filing and disposition. 


Appendix Table D-6 provides the median time from filing to 
disposition for defendants in the U.S, district courts for the twelve 
month period ended June 30, 1984. 


Pending Cases by District 


The number of criminal cases pending as of June 30, 1984 
increased in 54 districts and decreased in 38. In two districts, pending 
cases remained the same as last year. 


In five districts, terminations were considerably less than the 
filings which resulted in an increase over 50.0 percent in the pending 
caseload for those districts. In Washington, Eastern the pending case- 
load was up 90.0 percent (54 cases) over the 60 cases pending last 
year. Other districts with large increases in the pending caseload were 
North Carolina, Eastern up 63.4 percent (45 cases); Utah up 56.1 per- 
cent (37 cases); Alabama, Middle up 51.9 percent (28 cases); and 
Washington, Western up 50.2 percent (111 cases). 


The largest declines in a pending caseload this year was in the 
Northern Mariana Islands (down 180.0 percent, but only 5 cases), and 
Alabama, Northern, with a 41.7 percent decline. 


Pending Cases by Offense 


On June 30, 1984, there were 19,938 cases pending in the U.S. 
district courts, an increase of 7.1 percent over the cases pending last 
year. Of the 19,938 cases pending, 8,047 cases or 40.4 percent had 
fugitive defendants. This was a 4.3 percent decrease over the 8,405 
cases with fugitive defendants last year. Table 44 is a comparison of 
the number and type of cases pending with fugitive defendants on June 
30, 1983 and 1984. DAPCA offenses accounted for 26.8 percent of all 
pending cases this year with 47.1 percent of these cases having fugi- 
tives. Florida, Southern had the largest number of DAPCA cases 
pending again this year. In that district, 744 cases or 49.0 percent of 
the pending caseload were DAPCA cases. In California, Southern, 
DAPCA cases accounted for only 43.2 percent of the pending cases or 
524 cases. 
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Table 44 
U.S. District Courts 
Criminal Cases Pending, by Nature of Offense, 
On June 30, 1983 and 1984 


1983 1984 
Cases Cases 
with with 
Fugi- Fugi- 


Nature of Offense Cases | dants | Cases dants 
MiMoccoccoceces eeee 18,615 8,405 | 19,938 8,047 
Homicide *eeesr.e#ee8#e#eeesee#e#e#**« 73 12 78 ll 
Robbery . *eereeneteeee#ee#*e#ese#*« 580 140 675 139 
Assault *eeeere eeeee#eeese#e# @ 221 51 229 54 


Burglary s*enerieeneteneeeeeeee#se 93 22 66 19 
Larceny and Theft ....... 1,375 469 1,419 402 


Embezzlement ........+.-. 682 126 629 120 
Fraud wee cece eeeecees 2,883 961 3,096 952 
Auto Theft. .....eeeeee8 195 84 204 72 
Forgery and Counter- 

feiting·............. 1,064 409 1,011 327 


Narcotics Laws 
0 4,787 2,790 5,341 2,517 


Miscellaneous General 
Offenses .....ceeeees 4,700 2,412 5,066 2,547 
Weapons and Firearms... 940 362 968 391 
Other Miscellaneous 
General Offenses ...... 3,760 2,050 4,098 2,156 
Immigration Laws...... ee 1,092 616 1,149 580 
Federal Statutes......... 870 313 975 307 


Cases for violations of Immigration laws comprised 5.8 percent 

of the pending caseload. Three districts with a significant number of 

eases for this offense were Texas, Southern (342 cases); Texas, 
Western (114 cases); and California, Southern (242 cases). 


A substantial number of all pending cases were for fraud viola- 
tions. In this offense category over 100 cases were pending in New 
York, Southern; Pennsylvania, Eastern; [linois, Northern; California, 
Central; and Florida, Southern. 


This year 8.7 percent or 1,741 of the cases pending were for 
escape, aiding and abetting, and ba‘l jumping. Districts with a sub- 
stantial number of defendants pending for this offense were Texas, 
Southern (287); Arizona (293); California, Southern (257); and Florida, 


Southern (193). 
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Pending Defendants 


On June 30, 1984 defendants with cases pending in the U.S. 
district courts totaled 28,951, an increase of 9.1 percent over the 
26,528 defendants reported as pending last year. Of this total, 39.9 
percent were fugitives before arrest, summons, or arraignment and 
therefore, not triable. Fugitive defendants increased 11.0 percent to 
11,538 from 10,395 in 1983, Other non-triable defendants totaled 375, 
or 1.3 percent of the pending defendants. Table 45 provides the status 
of defendants with cases pending for the twelve month periods ended 
June 30, 1980 through 1984. Appendix Table D-10 is a summary of the 
defendants' status, by district, with cases pending as of June 30, 1984. 


Over 42.0 percent of the pending defendants (12,197) were 
triable. This is a 7.7 percent increase over the 11,328 defendants in a 
triable status last year. Of the 12,197 triable defendants, the majority 
(9,968) of the defendants were available for final plea or trial. 


Defendants tried and awaiting sentence, committed for observa- 
tion and study, or fugitives before sentencing, increased 11.4 percent 
to 4,283 from 3,844 last year. Defendants in this status accounted for 
14.8 percent of the defendants pending this year. Other defendants, 
which were not specifically classified, decreased to 558 or 34.8 percent 
less than the 856 defendants in an unclassified status last year. 


Table 46 is a summary of the pending caseload by length of time 
the defendants were pending. The table also contains data on the 
number and percent of fugitive defendants. The number of defendants 
pending 61 months and over totaled 4,519 or 15.6 percent of the total; 
of these defendants 93.4 percent were fugitives. However, the larger 
portion of the defendants, 77.2 percent or 22,364 defendants, had been 
pending no more than 36 months. Appendix Table D-9 is a summary, by 
district, of triable defendants in pending cases on June 30, 1984. 


Technical Note 


Statistics on criminal defendants terminated 
which appear in Tables D-4 through D-7 reference one 
defendant who may have been sentenced in more than 
one criminal case in a district court during the year. 
Thus, a defendant sentenced in two or more cases will 
have terms of the sentences added together if 
consecutive or the longest term recorded if the terms 
are concurrent. 


Table 45 
U.S. Distriet Courts 
Status of Criminal Defendants Pending on June 30, 1960 through 1964 


Percent 
Change 
1964/ 
Status 1960 1961 1962 1963 1964 1963 
TWO. ccocccecesececececceceneecceeseece 21,150 22,570 24,032 26,528 28,961 1 
Velendanes 
Se 6,674 9,223 9,745 «610,385 =—11, 538 11.0 
Percent of Total Pending «2... eseeees —R 41.0 40.9 40.6 39.2 39.9 
Fugitive defendant - never arrested, summoned 
And/Or AFTOIGNEd . 6 ww cere eeeewnees 3a77) Ss 60n0—si«i O87 708 S682 | «(113 
ne defendant (fugitive) 
or emmential WItM@MB ©. 6 wee eee eee eenees 4,707 864,213 «62,7470 35882886 | (10.0 
Defendants ~ Total... 6.666 c ee ceee 330 Joo 261 106 378 | 287.1 
Percent of Total Pending.... e 1.6 1.3 1.2 0.4 1.3 
Authorization for dismissal requested by U.3. 
Attorney from Department of Justice .......... 246 213 183 20 277 ° 
or trials on other 
EEE TrTTTT TTT TTT TTT 28 29 38 18 | M4 
Miscellaneous probation revocation, 
deportation extradition... 6. c eens 1 9 4 10 9 | -10.0 
Period of mental or of 
defendant to stand trig] «nw. ccc eee eee ewneee 20 “9 57 $7 4 ~6.3 
— cocacunencene +» | 6638 §=9,082 (9,623 11,328 lane? | 77 
Percent of Total Pending .. 6.666: scseeeeeeeeee 41.8 40.0 40.0 7 42.1 
Committed under 19:4246 2... cece een enes  ) 5 3 4 13 | 225.0 
Availabie for final plea or trial by ** 
— — 734430—C 74867546) 86088 9,068 | 10 
or for mental or physical 
i ————— — ill 96 108 127 114 | -10.2 
NARA ern DIMBtION. 2 cee eee eee eneereneees 8 = on on = * 
Interlocutory Appeals .. «6 icc * 1 1 1 - 
2 On Pretrial motien c cee ceeeeeee 295 402 616 747 914 22.4 
Transfers from other districts (F.R.C.R.P. 
20,21 and 40 - Magistrate Rule 6) ............. 38 20 44 29 33] 138 
Defendant motion is actually under 
MAVIBOMERE £6 eee e eee nennnnenne 152 121 204 130 | -31.5 
Transportation from another distriet or to 
from examination or hospitalization in 
e et 4 lems .. af Seeoececececooccocces 3 1 2 1 3 | 200.0 
court 
* ececcece = TT TTTTTTTT — 42 57 39 43 70 | -15, 
Superseding indictment and/or new 
*eeereeeeeeeeeee ** > eeeeeeeeeeee 58 29 80 39 4 -89.7 
Defendant awaiting trial of co-defendant 
when no severance hus Seen granted ........... 7$ 66 85 142 94 | -33.8 
— granted per 18:3161(HX8) ..... eecese 653 574 657 730 709 | -2.9 
eee re ryeerrrrrrrerryre rrr eerie 3 8 is 297 61.1 
Tried Defendants ~- Total... . 2.6... c cece eens 2,528 5030 3,760 =— 3,844 4 200 «(11.4 
Percent of Total Pending .... 6... .cscesceeeees 12.0 15.5 15.6 14.5 14.8 
Awaiting sentence ............ eccccccece cece 2,199 3,073 3,221 3,335 3,752) 12.8 
Committed for observation and st 
under 18:4244, 4245, 501 
4208(B), 4252; or 28: 60 92 149 100 72 | -28.0 
Be -ame fugitive before sentencing oeccccccces ees 269 338 390 419 459 9.5 
WE nn 6666666060066060006006 X 783 $13 623 856 558 | -34.8 
Percent of Total Penaing..................... 3.7 2.3 2.6 3.2 1.9 
Grand jury indictment time extended 0 
GP GD over cccccccccccssccccccccccs - - - - - ° 
Any defendant who cannot be classified 
under exciudabie delay or other status 
GEs co ccccccccccccccccenccccccccccece | 783 $13 623 856 558 


-344.8 
* Of the 277 defendants for 1964, 245 are defcmiants in Hawaii where disinissul orders from military agencies are 
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pending receipt in the district courts. Actual pereent change is an increuse of 60.0 percent (computed on 
de fendants). 


. Inciudes defendunts whose prosecutions wer. deferred. 
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Table 46 
U.S. District Courts 


Fugitive Defendants and All Defendants Pending on June 30, 1980 Through 1984 


By Length of Time Pending 
0 to 5 6to i? | 13 to 24 | 25 to 36 | 37 to 48 | 49 to 60 | 61 Months 
Status on June 30 Toval Months Montis | Months Months Months Months | and Over 
Total, 1964 ......... eaneeeees 28,951 | 14,324 3,648 2,945 1,447 1,257 811 4,519 
tive Defendants 
Non-Triable) - 1984 ....... —— 11,538 2,090 1,063 1,500 1,021 959 682 4,223 
Percent of Total Pending ........ 39.9 14.6 29.1 50.9 70.6 76.3 84.1 93.4 
Total, 1983 2... cee een enee 26,528 | 13.576 3,342 2,266 1,513 954 716 4,161 
tive Defendants 
Non-Triable) - 1983 .........655 10,395 1,745 1,067 1,213 1,038 777 621 3,934 
Percent of Total Pending ..... - 39.2 12.9 31.9 53.5 68.6 81.4 86.7 94.5 
Total, 1982 2.0... cece ewes 24,032 | 12,204 2,799 2,349 1,277 751 3,794 
tive Defendants 
Non-Triable) - 1982 ........... " 9,745 1,641 937 1,293 901 718 682 3,573 
Percent of Total Pending ........ 40.6 13.4 33.5 55.0 70.6 83.7 90.8 94.2 
Total, 1961 ........e0ees peees 22,570 | 11,091 2,919 2,133 1,244 903 663 3,617 
tive Defendants 
Non-Triable) - 1981 ... eee 9,223 1,396 960 1,182 911 774 606 3,394 
Percent of Total Pending ....... 40.9 12.6 32.9 55.4 73.2 85.7 91.4 93.8 
Total, 1980 eeeeece eeesece 21,150 | 10,082 2,620 2,170 1,198 978 3,266 
Fugitive Defendants 
Non-Triable) - 1980 ...........6. 8,674 1,286 172 1,125 915 744 904 2,928 
Percent of Total Pending ........ 41.0 12.8 29.5 51.8 76.4 89.0 92.4 89.7 


SPEEDY TRIAL ACT 


Introduction 


The Speedy Trial Act of 1974 (Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3161 
through 3174) was implemented July 18, 1976. The AO published 
separate reports on the Speedy Trial Act for the years 1977 through 
1981. Statistics on compliance with the Speedy Trial Act were first 
reported in the 1981 Annual Report. 


During the first three years of the Speedy Trial Act, the district 
courts underwent a transition to the final time limits set forth in the 
Act. Beginning August 9, 1979, the final time interval from arrest to 
indictment (Interval One) became 30 days. Interval Two, indictment to 
trial, became 70 days. The Trial Act has provisions for exclud- 
ing time when determining comp with the time intervals. 


The incidence of and the reasons for excludable delays were 
discussed in each Speedy Trial report prior to 1982. Beginning July 1, 
1981 however, the courts were no longer required to report exclusions 
to the AO, except for those defendants whose net time exceeded the 
30/70 day intervals. For this reason, occurrences of excludable delay 
time will not be discussed in this report. 


Dismissals Under Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3162(a) 


This year, 19 cases were dismissed under Speedy Trial sanctions, 
an increase of 3 compared to the 16 dismissals last year. In Interval 
One, five cases were dismissed with prejudice and three without 
prejudice. In Interval Two, three cases were dismissed with prejudice 
and eight without prejudice. There were no sanctions reported this 
year against attorneys under Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3162(b). Table 47 
provides data on defendants whose cases were dismissed pursuant to 
Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3162(a) in 1983 and 1984. 


Compliance with Speedy Triai Intervals One and Two 


There were 13,508 defendants for whom Interval One require- 
ments applied this year. The number of defendants indicted in 30 days 
or less comprised 13,080 or 96.8 percent of the 13,508 defendants with 
Interval One. In 1983, 97.1 percent of the defendants with Interval One 
were indicted 30 days or less, while in 1982, 95.9 percent were in 
compliance with the time limit. There were 36 districts with 100.0 
percent compliance in Interval One, 8 less than the 44 reported last 
year. 


Defendants within the 70 day time limit for Interval Two 
(41,249) accounted for 96.7 percent of the defendants (42,661). These 
defendants were brought to trial, pled guilty, or were dismissed within 
the 70 day limit. The 1983 compliance rate was 97.3 percent, and in 
1982 there was a 96.3 percent compliance rate. Only 18 districts were 
in 100.0 percent compliance with Interva! Two this year. This was a 
decrease from the 28 districts in 100.0 percent compliance last year. 
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Total compliance is not yet possible since there are still defen- 
dants pending disposition, who are in districts which were authorized 
emergency extensions. Also, there are those who entered the longer 
First or Second Interval during the transition period and have already 
exceeded the 30/70 day time limits. Table 48 is a summary of termina- 
tions for defendants with Speedy Trial Intervals One or Two during the 
twelve month periods ended June 30, 1982 through 1984. 


Table 47 
U.S. Distriet Courts 
Criminal Defendants Whose Cases Were Dismissed 
Pursuent to Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3162(a) in 1983 and 1984 


| 1983 1984 


First Second First Second 
Interval Interval Interval Interval 


Colorado ..-secccecccvceses 


;seoeae8 
BRE SE. 
ss ens 
weirir 
ss e008 


BA E & . 
irewme 
ohm ie 


Indiana, Southern ........+.s+-+ 1 - 
Louisiana, Western .........- - 


6ees8e8 = 
8 oee 8 
eenserim 


imemriim 


ome e 
6m 6 m6 
#eeeees 


Virginia, Eastern ..........+. - - ° ‘ @ 
West Virginia, Southern - - o . 


—⸗ 
J 
1 


W/O - Without Prejudice 
W/P - With Prejudice 
NI - Not Indicated 


* Not reported in 1983 Annual Report of the Director. 
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Table 48 
U.S. District Courts 
Defendants Terminated with Speedy Trial Intervals One or Two 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1982 through 1984 


Intervals 1982 | 1983 | 1984 


First Interval: 
Total Defendants ............ 10,661 12,619 17,391 


Defendants Indicted in 30 Net 
Days or Less Following 


—— —⸗ 10,226 12,249 16,852 

Percent of Total............. 95.9 97.1 96.9 
Second Interval: 

Total Defendants ........... , 35,969 41,044 55,080 


Defendants Tried in 70 Net 
Days or Less Following 

Indictment ......eeescce00% 34,655 39,946 53,296 

Percent of Total. ..........0.:. 96.3 97.3 96.8 


interval Three - Conviction to Sentencing 


Although an Interval Three time limit is not required under the 
Speedy Trial Act, a 45 day time limit from conviction to sentencing 
was recommended by the Committee on the Administration of the 
Criminal Law of the Judicial Conference. This year, 68.5 percent 
(24,561) of the convicted defendants under the Speedy Trial Act were 
sentenced in 45 days or less, a slight decrease in percentage from the 
69.8 percent reported last year. There were no districts with 100.0 
percent compliance this year. Appendix Table D-12 is a summary of 
convicted defendants who were sentenced in 45 days or less during the 
twelve month period ended June 30, 1984. 


Since excludable delays are not applicable to Interval Three, 
calculations include time for any observation and study, preparation of 
presentence report, and re-apprehension after bail jumping. 
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Detention Time 


Detention time includes only the time a defendant is held in 
custody for Federal «harges, exclusive of any excludable time under 
Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3161. It does not include custody for any 
yubsequent Federal charges nor does it include any time during which a 
defendant is also being held for state or local charges. Detention may 
be in either a Federal correctional facility or in a local or state deten- 
tion facility where payment is made by the U.S. This also includes 
detention in metropolitan correctional institutions under the 
administration by the U.S. Bureau of Prisons. 


Districts with the highest rate for detention this year were 
California Southern (89.4 percent); Texas, Western (80.2 percent); 
Arizona (67.9 percent); Puerto Rico (66.7 percent); and Indiana, 
Southern (65.8 percent). Except for Indiana, Southern, these districts 
had 4 substantial number of drug related violations and immigration 
eases which ave factors contributing to the high detention rate. 


Of the 10,942 detainees, the largest single group of defendants 
were in detention from one to ten days (4,882 or 44.6 percent). This is 
a 22.3 percent increase over the 3,991 detainees reported last year. 
Defendants detained over 30 days (4,312) accounted for 39.4 percent of 
all detainees. Table D-13 provides data on defendants who were 
detained prior to dismissal, plea of gu:'ty, or trial in the district courts 
during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984. 


WEIGHTED CASE FILINGS PER AUTHORIZED JUDGESHIP 


As summarized in .able 49, the total number of weighted f 


bee ag ey rose again during the twelve month period ended June 30, 
984. Total weighted filings increased 4.9 percent over 1983 to 496 per 


judgeship. Weighted civil filings rose 5.5 percent to 443 per judgeship, 
while weighted criminal f. ‘gs were unchanged from last year at 53 
per judgeship. 


Unweighted filings rose at a faster rate (7.4 percent) than 
weighted filings and remained substantially higher because of a large 
number of relatively low weighted cases. There were 41,739 case 
—8* involving the recover * ents of veterans benefits and 
24,215 social security disability case filings. The weights for these two 
case categories are 0.0326 and 0.2637, respectively; which compares to 
a weight of 1.0 for the "average case." The 65,954 recovery of over- 
payments of veterans benefits and social security disability cases filed 
during 1984, therefore, account for only 7,746 weighted case filings. 


Appendix Tables X~1 (includes all cases) and X-1A (excludes all 
misdemeanors) provide weighted and unweighted filings for each dis- 
trict during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, 


A complete discussion of the weighted caseload and its history 
in the Federal courts is in the 1980 Annual Report of the Director. The 
1979 Federal District Couwt Time Study, published by the FJC, 
describes the study which produced the current weighting system. 


Table 49 
U.S. District Courts 
Case Filings Per Authorized Judgeship 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1980 through 1984 


Case Filings 1980 | 1981 1981 | 1988 1904 


Authorized Judgeships ......| 511 511 S11 $11 


Total Weighted. *eeeeeeeeee 353 390 417 
Civil *eeeeeneeeeeeeeeee 311 345 370 
Criminal *eeeeneeeeeeeee 42 45 47 

365 389 442 


327. 3510S 401 
38 38 41 


Note: Criminal filings include only felonies and exclude trans- 
fers. The territorial courts of Guam, Northern Mariana 
Islands and Virgin Islands are excluded. 


TRIALS 


Trials Completed 


For the purposes of this report, a trial is defined as a contested 
proceeding before a court or jury where evidence is introduced. During 
the past year, Federal judges in the U.S. district courts completed a 
total of 20,830 civil and criminal trials, down 2.4 percent from the 
21,345 trials reported in 1983. This year's total represents the lowest 
number since 1980, when 19,825 civil and criminal trials were 
completed in the U.S. district courts. The overall decline in completed 
trials during 1984 was caused largely by sizable decreases in both civil 
and criminal non-jury trials. Both categories of non-jury trials dropped 
significantly during the year. The number of civil non-jury trials is the 
lowest since 1979; and criminal non-jury is the lowest since 1977. 


A total of 14,374 civil trials were completed in the U.S. district 
courts during the year. While the total number of civil trials decreased 
2.1 percent, these trials accounted for a larger portion of the overall 
total of completed trials. In 1984, civil trials comprised 69.0 percent 
of the total, up slightly from the 68.8 percent reported last year. 
Criminal trials decreased 3.0 percent during 1984 to only 6,456 trials. 
As a percentage of the total trial activity, these trials decreased 
rtd comprising 31.0 percent in 1984 compared to 31.2 percent in 


The majority of the 20,830 trials completed by Federal judges 
were non-jury. These trials accounted for 56.9 percent of the total, 
down from the 59.6 percent recorded in 1983. The percentage of jury 
trials rose during the year, increasing from 40.4 percent of the total in 
1983 to 43.1 percent in 1984. Table 50 provides a summary of the 
number of trials completed, by type, during each of the twelve month 
periods ended June 30, 1975 through 1984. Appendix Table C-7 
provides additional data, by district, on the number and type of trials 
completed during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984. 


Civil Criminal 

Total Non- Non- 
Year Trials| Total | jury | Jury | Total | jurv Jurv 
—=— 


1983 ...| 21,345 | 14,689 | 9.712 4,977 | 6,686 3,653 
1984... | 20,830/ 14,374 | 9,097 5,397 | 6.486| 2.823 3,633 
Percent Change 

1984 over 

1903... +24| 24] +0 72] 20] 40 5 
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Length of Trials 


Of the total trials completed during the year, the number of 
longer trials (those lasting four days or more) increased while the 
number of shorter trials decreased. A total of 4,839 trials completed 
in the U.S, district courts in 1984 took four days or more, up 3.8 
percent over the 4,664 reported in 1983. These longer trials accounted 
for 23.2 percent of the total compared to only 21.9 percent 'n 1983, 
Civil trials comprised 64.0 percent of the lengthy trials with the major- 
ity of them involving a jury. Of the 3,099 long civil trials, the largest 
number (743) involved non-prisoner civil rights matters. A total of 
1,740 criminal trials lasted four days or more. Over half of these 
involved drug law and fraud cases. The highest rate of growth in longer 
trials occurred in trials lasting 10-19 days (up 6.7 percent). The largest 
number of trials lasting within this 10-19 day range was recorded in 
New York, Southern (37 trials) and Michigan, Eastern (36 trials). 


Completed trials which ran for 20 days or more declined 3.1 
percent during the year to 155 trials. Precisely one-half of the 94 
district courts reported completed trials lasting 20 days or more with 
the largest number (13) occurring in California, Central. In 1984, jury 
trials accounted for 78.1 percent of these trials, up from 72.5 percent 
last year. The largest number of 20-day trials involved non-prisoner 
civil rights actions (16 trials) and fraud offenses (22 trials). 


Table 51 is a comparison of completed trials, by length, during 
each of the twelve month periods ended June 30, 1980 through 1984, 
Appendix Table C-8 provides additional information on the length of 
trials, by type case. Appendix Table C-9 provides a list of each com- 
pleted trial lasting 20 days or more. 
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Table $1 
U.S. District Courts 


— 
During the Twelve Month Ended June 30, 1960 through 1064 
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Median Time from issue to Trial 


For the purposes of this report, the date issue is joined is 
defined as the date the last answer or response of the defendant is filed 
in civil cases. During 1984, the median time from issue to trial in civil 
cases in which a trial was completed remained constant at 14 months 
for the fourth consecutive year. The median time for non-jury trials 
also stayed unchanged at 13 months. Jury trials, on the other hand, 
reflected a higher median time during the year, rising from 14 months 
in 1983 to 15 months this year. Table 52 provides a comparison of 


median time intervals during the twelve month periods ended June 30, 
1975 through 1984. 


Table 52 
U.S. Distriet Courts 
Median Time Interval from Issue to Trial in Civil Cases 
In which Trials Were Completed 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1975 through 1964 


Total Trials Non-Jury Trials Jury Trials 

Median Median 
(in (in (in 

Year Nuinber | Months)| Number | Months) | Number | Months) 
1975 ....| 8,485 ll 4,785 9 3,700 13 
1976 ....| 8,041 11 4,483 10 3,558 12 
1977 ....| 6,268 12 4,455 11 3,813 13 
19768 ....| 7,103 13 4,157 13 3,036 13 
1979 ....| 7,587 14 4,327 14 3,270 15 
1980 ....| 8,556 15 4,812 15 3,744 15 
1981 ....] 9,700 14 5,269 14 4,431 15 
1982 ....] 9,591 14 5,110 13 4,481 14 
1983 ....{| 10,058 14 5,292 13 4,767 14 
1964 ....| 10,128 14 5,014 13 5,114 15 

Percent Change 
1984 over 

1983 .... 0.7 - 4.3 - 7.3 7.1 


Note: Excludes land condemnation, forfeitures and penalty 
cases, prisoner petitions (habeas corpus, motions to 
vacate sentence under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 2259 
hearings on evidentiary matters , bankruptcy petitions, 
and three judge court cases. 


The U.S. district court reporting the shortest median time from 
issue to trial during 1984 was Virginia, Eastern at 5 months. Short 
median times were also reflected in Tennessee, Eastern and A 
Western (each 6 months) and Idaho, Oklahoma, Western, and Alabama, 
Middle (each 7 months). The longest median time from issue to trial 
was reported in Connecticut at 29 months. Although this district 
posted the me median among the individual districts for 1984, this 
district significantly reduced this time interval during the year from 
last year's high of 36 months. Appendix Table C-10 provides a 
summary of median time intervals, by district, during the twelve month 
period ended June 30, 1984. 
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THREE-JUDGE COURT HEARINGS 


There were 35 cases heard by a district court of three judges in 
1984. This was an increase of 8 cases compared to 27 cases reported in 
1983. Although these are district court *.ses, the statute requires that 
each panel of three judges include at least one court of appeals judge. 
A single judge of the panel may conduct all proceedings except the 
trial and enter all orders except those listed in subsection (3) of Title 
28 U.S.C. Section 2284(b). A district court of three judges is required 
to handle cases challenging the apportionment of congressional 
districts or statewide legislative bodies, and one is often requested for 
cases involving voting and other civil rights issues. 


Table 53 indicates that 35 three-judge court hearings were held 
in 26 districts during the year ended June 30, 1984. Louisiana, Eastern; 
North Carolina, Eastern; and Texas, Eastern each reported three 
hearings (25.7 percent of the total), The District of Columbia; 
Mississippi, Northern; and Texas, Northern each reported two hearings. 


The majority of hearings were on reapportionment challenges 
which increased from 9 cases in 1983 to 17 cases in 1984. A total of 16 
civil rights cases were heard by three-judge panels; 15 were voting 
rights cases, and there was 1 discrimination case. One of the two cases 
classified as "All Other" in Table 54 involved the Presidential Election 


Campaign Fund Act and the remaining one concerned the Employee 
rement Income Security Act (ERISA). 


Table 53 
U.S. District Courts 
Three-Judge Court Hearings By Nature of Suit 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1980 t 1984 
Nature of Suit 
DOB gc ccccccccccccccccccccccccccece 33 35 62 27 35 
Review of ICC® orders 2... cece eee eee eenes 1 1 - - - 
Reapportionment ..... 66sec cece eee eennes + 1 42 9 17 
Civil Rights . 0... cece cece eee ewww eenees 25 31 19 16 16 
Discrimination .... 6.6 c ccc ce ee weenennee 2 l - i 1 
EGUCALION 2. ccc eee e een ee nennenes - 1 1 - - 
EMploymient. . 6. cc eee cece cece eeeweneee 2 2 i - - 
Licensing procedures ........sseeeeeeees - 1 - - - 
Mental patients ...... - 1 1 - - 
Penal code and prisoner petitions........... l 2 1 i - 
TOMER cccccccccccccccccccccccccecees 1 3 - - - 
Voting and election laws .... 6.6.6 cee eeenes 14 18 14 14 15 
Constitutionality of other state 
pT) Perr rrr rr rererrrerrre ee ee 4 2 1 - - 
Others (not specified or otherwise 
unclassifiable) .... 6... c cece eee eees 1 - - - - 
BE GUE ccc ccc ccccccccccccccccccccces 3 2 1 2 2 


* ICC - Interstate Commerce Commission 


Table 54 
U.S. District Courts 
Three-Judge Court Hearings By District and Nature of Suit 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1984 


Civil Rights 


District 


8 
— 
2 
— 
ow 
— 
—8 


Alabama, Middle..... ....... 
Alabama, Southern..........⸗ 
California, Nerthern.......... 
District of Columbia.......... 
Georgia, Northern ......5+6+:. 
G a, Middle ...... ecccecce 
Hawali.....eeeeeeees eeccee 
Tdano ....seeee *eneeee#e e*ernree 
Louisiana, Middle ..........++-. 
Mississippi, Northern ......... 
NOW JOPSCY on. eee .. 
New M@XiCO..... ee eeceees 
New York, Eastern .........55. 
New York, Southern .......... 
North Carolina, Eastern ....... 
North Carolina, Middle ........ 
Pennsylvania, Eastern. ........ 
South Carolina ......-6eeeee0. 
Texas, Northern ........sse0. 
Texas, Western... ....eeeeees 


— 6 Oe ee re OOO ee ee 6 me ee 8 ee Pe 
el el el el — el oe el — — 2—— 
el Ee ee ed ed ee ed ee ee | 
A222, Bee RRL RR EY, UVC hUCLCROR RE RRR EES 
re eo Oer-se eee eee 0800 606600 60660060 eee ea se 


AIA 


194 


JUROR SERVICE 


Grand and petit juror statistics are reported monthly to the AO 
by all U.S. district courts. The grand juror reporting form (JS-11G) and 
the petit juror reporting form (JS-11) provide the statistics used to 
compile the following information. Comparisons of one district to 
another have been made, but do not include the Virgin Islands, ‘iuam, 
and the Northern Mariana Islands because of the unique circumsiances 
in these courts. 


Data on estimated payments to jurors is not available at this 
time, but will appear in the 1984 Grand and Petit Juror Service in U.S. 
District Courts. 


Grand Juror Activity Continues to Rise 


Grand juror activity continued to increase during the twelve 
month period ended June 30, 1984, as the total number of sessions 
convened rose 5.8 percent to 11,804. As a result of the increase in 
grand jury sessions, the number of jurors in session rose 4.4 percent and 
the number of hours in session rose 4.5 percent. Table 55 provides a 
summary of grand juror data for the twelve month periods ended June 
30, 1980 through 1984. 

Table 55 
U. 8. District Courts 


National Grand Juror Statistics 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1980 through 1984 


Grand Juries 
Jurors 1980 1981 1982 

Total Number of: 
Sessions Convened ...... 10,338 10,997 10,508 11,19" 11,804 5.8 
Jurors in Session. ....... 206,627 219,860 210,213 %)°.980 232,844 aa 
Hours in Session ........ 54,163 58,278 55,569 58.769 61,425 4.5 

Average Number of: 
Jurors Per Session ...... 20.0 20.0 20.0 29.0 19.7 
Hours Per Session. ...... 5.24 5.30 5.29 5.27 5.20 - 

Total Number of 

Grend Juries: 

Ser ving.............. 699 738 739 732 741 1.2 
Impaneled .......56065 312 328 309 322 320 0.6 
Discharged. .........5.4. 288 wea 331 310 283 8.7 


A total of 741 grand juries were serving at some point during 
1984, a slight increase (1.2 percent) over 1983. Compared to last year, 
there were 2 fewer grand juries impanelled and 27 fewer grand juries 
discharged. As a result of their size and amount of criminal activity, 
the large metropolitan courts reported the most grand juries serving 
during the twelve month period. New York, Southern (which includes 
New York City) reported the most with 53; New York, Eastern (which 
includes Brooklyn) reported 38; California, Central (which includes Los 
Angeles) reported 35; and Florida, Southern (which includes Miami) 
reported 30. In contrast, Wyoming and North Dakota reported only one 


grand jury. 
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A regular grand jury meets to consider evidence that a specific 
crime was committed in a district. Its term of service is 18 months, 
but it may be discharged by court order at any time during that 
period. A change in the Pederal Rules of Criminal Procedure, effec- 
tive August 1, 1983, also allows the court to extend the service of a 
grand jury for six additional months upon a determination that such 
extension is in the public interest.* During 1984, 28 regular grand 
juries were reported as extended. 


A special grand jury meets to study the overall pattern of crim- 
inal activity in a district. Its term of service can last up to 36 
months. A special grand jury generally serves as an advisory body, 
usually has greater discretion than a regular grand jury, and often 
submits a report on organized crime or the misconduct of public offi- 
cials.“ Of the 741 grand juries serving during 1984, there were 105 
(14.2 percent) special grand juries. 


Appendix Tables J-1 and J-2 provide grand juror data by individ- 
ual district. Appendix Table J-1 summarizes the number of grand 
juries serving on the first day of the twelve month period, the number 
impanelled and discharged during the twelve month period, the number 
serving at the close of the twelve month period, and the total number 
of grand juries serving at some time during the year. Appendix Table 
J-2 contains data for grand jury sessions convened, jurors in session, 
and hours in session. Between 16 and 23 jurors must be present to 
convene a grand jury session. The category "Jurors in Session" includes 
only those who participated in a convened session and excludes the year 
end total of 16,086 additional jurors in travel status, reporting for 
orientation, for impanelment only, or awaiting a quorum of 16. 


The Southern District of New York reported the greatest 
number of sessions convened (1,194), jurors in session (23,265), and 
hours in session (4,944). Conversely, Arkansas, Western reported the 
least amount of grand juror activity with 13 sessions convened, 264 
jurors in session, and 65 hours in session. The territorial courts of the 
Virgin Islands and the Northern Mariana Islands reported no grand jury 
activity because offenses in these two districts are prosecuted by 
information, not indictment by grand jury. 


The national average of grand jurors per session remained 
constant at 20.0 jurors from 1980 through 1983. This year, however, 
the national average declined to 19.7 grand jurors per session. North 
Carolina, Middle reported the highest average of grand jurors per 
session with 22.0, while Texas, Northern and Michigan, Western 
reported the lowest averages with 18.4 jurors per session. The average 
number of hours per session also declined slightly from 5.27 in 1983 to 
5.20 in 1984. Once again the highest average number of hours per 
session (8.00) was reported by Oklahoma, Northern. Conversely, New 
York, Northern reported the lowest average number of hours per ses- 
sion with 3.64. 


1 Rule 6(g) Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. 


2 Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3333. 
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Table 56 presents the number of cases commenced by indict- 
ment, the number of defendants proceeded against by indictment, the 
average number of defendants per case, and the average number of 
defendants indicted per grand jury session for the twelve month periods 
ended June 30, 1980 through 1984. The number of cases commenced by 
indictment rose 3.8 percent, while the number of defendants proceeded 
against by indictment rose at a faster rate (6.4 pecent). Consequently, 
the average number of defendants indicted per case increased to 1.62. 
Continuing a four year increasing trend, the average number of defen- 
dants indicted per grand jury session rose slightly to 2.86. 


Table 56 
U. S. District Courts 
Proceedings by Indictment and Grand Jury Sessions 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1980 through 1964 


Proceedings Average 
Commenced Average | Grand | Defendants 
by Indietm ent Defen- Jury | Indicted per| Hours | Average 
Sessions 
Convened 


1960 .. 16,528 25,612 1.55 10,338 2.48 54,163 5.24 
1981 .. 17,249 27,367 1.59 10,997 2.49 $8,278 5.30 
1982 .. 18,469 29,385 1.59 10,508 2.80 55,569 5.29 
1983 .. 20,102 31,742 1.58 11,157 2.85 $8,769 5.27 
1984... 20,868 33,781 1.62 11,804 2.86 61,425 5.20 
Petit Juror Activity 


The twelve month period ended June 30, 1984 represents the 
second full year of petit jury data collected on the revised reporting 
form instituted in July 1982. Since that time juror activity on jury 
selection days has been emphasized since this is an area which jury 
administrators seek to improve. Petit juror statistics for the past two 
years, therefore, are not comparable to juror statistics published prior 
to July 1, 1982. 


Potential jurors who are called for jury selection in a U.S. 
district court are reported as selected or serving; challenged; or not 
selected, serving, or challenged. Paid jurors who are required to spend 
a day travelling to or from court are reported separately, as are jurors 
returning to court to continue service on days following voir dire. 


Table 57 provides an overview of national petit juror service for 
the past five years. The total number of available jurors increased 
slightly in 1984 to 667,264 jurors and represents the largest number of 
jurors called to court for jury duty during any year. Total available 
jurors include jurors present for voir dire or orientation, paid jurors in 
travel status, and jurors selected on a previous day who returned to 
continue service on the same trial. The number of jury trial days rose 
from 37,589 days in 1983 to 39,580 days this year. The 8.3 percent rise 
in civil jury trial days accounted for the overall increase. A jury trial 
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day is counted for each day that a jury trial is in progress. A trial 
lasting for three days, for example, is counted as three jury trial days. 
The percentage of criminal jury trial days has been gradually 
decreasing and now accounts for only 42.4 percent of the total. 


Table 57 
U. 8. District Courts 
National Petit Juror Service 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1980 through 1984 


1984 over 1983 

Increase/ | Percent 

Petit Jurors 1980 1961 1962 1983 1964 Decrease | Change 
Total Avaliable ...... 605,547 648,929 631,006 640,577 667,264 26,687 4.2 
Jury Trial Daye ......+- 32,159 35,506 35, 263 37,589 39,580 1,991 5.3 
Grtteee cccccccenes 15,649 15,925 15,587 16,529 16,780 251 1.5 
Pt aoancoenee 46.7 44.7 44,2 44.0 42.4 - - 
a 16,520 19,671 19,676 21,060 22,800 1,740 8.3 
Percent ..... 6.65. $1.3 $5.3 $5.8 54.0 57.6 - * 


Appendix Table J-3 summarizes jury selection activity for each 
district during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984. The 
following comparisons do not include the courts in the Virgin Islands, 
Guam, or the Northern Mariana Islands. Circumstances in these dis- 
tricts are unique, making a comparison with other courts meaningless. 


The national average of jurors selected during voir dire was 
again 30.1 cent, with Oklahoma, Eastern reporting the highest 
percentage (69.3 percent). This district usually holds one or two jury 
selection days per month. On these days, multiple voir dire is used to 
pick juries for trials which generally will start on future days. A total 
of 45 juries were selected during the year with 21 trials starting on the 
same day the jury was selected. North Carolina, Western reported the 
second largest percentage of jurors selected. Out of 2,057 jurors who 
were called to court, 1,234 (60.0 percent) were selected to serve on a 
jury. The district's technique of frequently re-using jurors accounts for 
the large percentage of jurors in this category. Four other districts 
reported more than one-half of their jurors in the selected category. 


Puerto Rico reported the smallest percentage of jurors as 
selected with 16.7 percent. The district's practice of calling over 100 
jurors to cour. for a day of orientation is a primary factor for the 
district's standing in this category. Of the 3,230 jurors who reported 
for selection or orientation, only 538 (16.7 percent) were actually 
selected to serve. 


Challenged Jurors 


An average of 33.5 percent of the jurors present for voir dire or 
orientation in 1984 were challenged, either peremptorily or for cause. 
Virginia, Western reported the highest percentage of challenged jurors 
with 47.3 percent, while North Carolina, Western reported the smallest 
percentage of challenged jurors with 18.1 percent. 
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Jurors Who Were Not Selected, Serving, or Cimllenged 


The not selected, serving, or challenged category includes those 
jurors who may have participated in jury selections but were not chal- 
lenged and not selected. It also includes the jurors who were not 
involved in a jury selection due to an overcall of jurors, or a last 
minute postponement, settlement, or change of plea. 


Puerto Rico reported the greatest percentage of jurors (57.7 
percent) not selected, serving, or challenged. During the year there 
were 23 days in which all of the jurors appearing for voir dire or orien- 
tation were reported as not selected, serving, or challenged. The sizes 
of the groups appearing on these days ranged from 12 jurors to 141 
jurors. Settlements, cancellations, and pleas accounted for the 
majority of the umused jurors, but groups in excess of 100 jurors 
reporting for orientation are not uncommon in Puerto Rico. Minnesota 
reported the second greatest percentage (57.0 percent) of jurors not 
selected, serving, or challenged. This was due to a combination of 
factors including the practice of holding orientation days where more 
than 100 jurors may report to court for orientation and do not partici- 
pate in any jury selection, last minute settlements, postponements, and 
notorious trials. There were three A.H. Robins (Dalkon Shield) trials 
where potential jurors approached the bench to be screened individually 
during voir dire. Another highly publicized case involved a banker 
charged with fraud and embezzlement. 


Oklahoma, Eastern, on the other hand, reported that less than 
one percent of the jurors reporting to court for voir dire were not 
selected and not chall As a result of the highly effective use of 
multiple voir dire, only five jurors in Oklahoma, Eastern were reported 
as not selected, serving, or challenged during the entire twelve month 
period. 


A total of 10,162 juries (civil and criminal) were selected during 
the twelve month period. Of these, 7,960 trials (78 percent) started on 
the same day the juries were selected. The remaining 2,202 juries 
either started trial on a later day or not at all. Pennsylvania, Eastern 
selected the largest number of juries (419) with all trials starting on 
the same day the juries were selected. South Carolina reported the 
second largest number of jury selections with 388. A total of 27 of the 
district's trials commenced on the same day of jury selection due to the 
extensive use of multiple voir de. 
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FEDERAL PUBLIC/COMMUNITY DEFENDERS 


Table 58 summarizes the number and type of cases opened, 
closed and pending in the defender offices during the last five years. 
The 40 defender organizations were assigned a total »{ 29,077 cases 
during the year ended June 30, 1984, a 10.2 percent invrease over the 
26,381 cases assigned in 1983. Criminal matters were up /.3 percent 
over 1983 while other matters (including appeals) were up 16.3 
percent. Criminal matters still account for 65.7 percent of the 
defenders' workload. 


Table 58 
Representations by Federal Public and Community Defender Organizations 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended June 30, 1980 through 1984 


Percent 
Change 
Representations 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 | 1984/1983 
Offices in Operation........ 39 39 39 40 40 
Total Representations 
Cases Opened............... 21,025 23,457 23,168 26,381 29,077 10.2 
Cases Closed . 2... cc eee eens 20,576 22,488 22,668 25,879 28,398 9.7 
Pending on June 30........... 5,290 6,259 6,759 7,261 7,940 9.4 
Criminal Representations 
Cases Opened............... 13,785 16,066 15,291 17,810 19,113 7.3 
Cases Closed .. 2... cece eeees 13,583 15,530 14,982 17,476 18,630 6.6 
Pending on June 30........... 3,097 3,633 3,942 4, 27° 4,759 11.3 
Other Representations® 
Cases Opened............... 7,240 7301 7,877 8,571 9,964 16.3 
Cases Closed .........··· · 6,993 6,958 7,686 8,403 9,768 16.2 
Pending on June 30......... * 2,103 2,626 2,817 2,985 3,181 6.6 


* Includes both the appeais and other representations shown in Appendix Table K-1. 


dix Table K-1 provides detailed statistics on the case 
activity of each defender office during the year ended June 30, 1984. 
The information is classified into three major types of 
representations: criminal, appeals, and other. The last category 
includes representations for habeas corpus, parole/probation revoca- 
tion, witness, and motions to correct or reduce sentence. The statis- 
tics in this report cover only those representations provided by Federal 
public/community defenders and, therefore, exclude representations by 
private panel attorneys under the Criminal Justice Act of 1964. Those 
statistics are available in the Report to the United States Judicial 
Conference Committee to Implement the Criminal Justice Act. 


The community defender office in the Southern District of 
California reported the largest number of case openings with 5,397, 
approximately 25 percent more than the 4,311 openings reported last 
year. Missouri, Western followed with 2,073 openings, and six other 
offices reported over 1,000 new cases assigned. These eight defender 
organizations accounted for over half of all defender representations. 
West Virginia, Southern reported the smallest number of case openings 


with 144, a py 


A total of 26 organizations reported increases in the number of 
cases opened this year. The largest percentage increase was reported 
by Hawaii, an office which has been in operation for approximately one 
and a half years. The 106.5 percent increase over the 232 cases last 
year is due to a substantial rise in cases involving traffic violations. 
Out of 580 criminal representations reported by this office during the 
twelve month period, 56.3 percent were for t iffie violations. 
Similarly, the Southern District of Georgia's 67.9 percent increase in 
openings is a result of the U.S. attorney's continuing efforts to pros- 
ecute traffic violations. Tragic accidents resulting from cases 
involving driving under the influence of alcohol and motor vehicle 
violations on military bases prompted the U.S. attorney's efforts. 


Federal defenders disposed of 28,398 cases, up 9.7 percent over 
1983. Of the closings, 18,630 (65.6 percent) were criminal matters; and 
9,768 (34.4 percent) were other representations. California, Southern 
terminated the greatest number of cases at 5,409. The district 
continues to dispose of large numbers of illegal alien cases. During the 
year this office terminated an average of 198 immigration cases per 
month. The So: thern District of West Virginia reported the fewest 
case closings wi \ only 147. A total oi 24 organizations reported 
increases in dispositions with Hawaii reporting the greatest increase 
(178.2 percent). Terminations in the office of Georgia, Southern 
climbed 71.5 percent. Large declines in the number of case closings 
o- reported by California, Northern (down 190) and Arizona (down 
176). 


Federal defenders spent an average of 1.7 hours in court per 
closed case. Connecticut reported the highest average at 3.5 hours per 
closed case while Missouri, Western reported the lowest average of 
hours per closed case with 0.3. Missouri, Western's low average is due 
to the short amount of time needed to dispose of its many representa- 
tions of inmates at the U.S. Medical Center for Federal Prisoners. 


Because case openings exceeded case closings, the pending 
caseload at the end of the year grew 9.4 percent. The largest numer- 
ical increase was recorded by Florida, Southern (232 additional cases), 
and Puerto Rico reported the largest percentage increase (137.9 
percent). 
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MAGBTRATES 
Misdemeanor Cases 


Magistrates disposed of 84,475 misdemeanor cases, including 
petty offenses, during the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, a 
decrease of 9.7 percent from the previous year, Of the total misde- 
meanor caseload handled by magistrates this year 73,199 were petty 
offenses, a decrease of 7.4 percent from last year, Petty offense cases 
involving immigration offenses increased during the year, while cases 
involving all other categories of offenses decreased. 


The remaining 11,276 misdemeanor cases were above the level 
of petty offenses, a decrease of 22.3 percent from the 14,504 cases 
reported in 1983, Traffic charges, such as driving while intoxicated, 
accounted for 6,104 of the cases, a decrease from last year's figure of 
7,739. All other categories of violations declined during the year. It 
should be noted that the number of full misdemeanors completed by 
magistrates were adjusted downward by a total of 3,199 defendants. 
This is primarily due to a lack of uniform reporting in seven districts 
where the magistrates reported substantially more misdemeanors than 
were reported in the district as a whole. These 5,199 cases have been 
added to the "other" category under preliminary proceedings. Steps 
have been taken to ensure that future reports received from the clerks 
of court will reflect all misdemeanor cases handled by magistrates. 


Of the 84,475 misdemeanors coming before magistrates this 
year, 12,730 received a full trial on the merits, including 81 jury 
trials. There were 53,586 defendants who pled guilty, and the remain- 
ing 18,159 misdemeanor charges were dismissed in open court by the 
magistrates. Of the 12,730 defendants who participated in full trials 
before magistrates, 7,991 were convicted of the charges against them. 


Table 59 shows the number of misdemeanor cases disposed of by 
U.S. magistrates for 1980 through 1984, classified by nature of of- 
fense. Table 60 indicates the ten districts with the largest number of 
misdemeanor cases disposed of by magistrates during the twelve month 
period ended June 30, 1984. 


Initial Proceedings 


The number of initial proceedings in criminal cases conducted by 
U.S. magistrates during the year increased by 2.6 percent, from 97,936 
last year to 100,527 this vear. 


Applications for arrest warrants considered by magistrates rose 
from 10,957 in 1983 to 11,229 for the twelve month period ended June 
30, 1984. The number of summonses sought increased from 1,053 to 
1,172. Search warrant applications also showed a modest gain from 
6,555 to 7,372 for the same period. 
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tademeanor Defendants = of by U.S. Nature of Off 
M tes ture 
During the Twelve —* 
June 30, 1980 through 1984 
Offenses 1980 1061 1062 1963 1064 
oo ee re 00,402 06,152 86,726 03,543 64,475 
Misdemeanors other than 
Potty Offemees........ 12,622 14,208 13,580 14,504 = 11, 276 
Veftie 6,059 6,606 7,345 7,730 6,104 
ETTTETELILLT iit) 1,625 1,038 1,730 1,762 1,477 
Pood and @ug ........c00s. 974 = «1,496,885 66 
TEETELETELILr iis 07 596 747 048 676 
OUNET ccc eceeeeeeeeeeees 1,047 2,004 2,271 2,200 1,733 
Potty Offemmes... 6.6.55 > 77,780 60,044 §=6.73,136 §=70,039 78, 100 
TERTTLELELIL TTT 52,388 504 53,539 
Immigration... ccccceceees 12,268 11,318 9,857 0,004 8 §«10,720 
and camping ...6..sss00: 5,265 5,499 4,271 4,978 3,283 
TEETERTT ETT TET 783 $18 414 
Drunk and disorderly......... 2,004 3,391 2,417 3,255 2,610 
Pood and arug..........:.. 1,083 1,347 1,001 971 782 
TEETETETELELE LETT 4, 6,543 6,582 7,522 6,614 
Table 60 
U.S. District Courts 
Districts with the ; Number of Misdemeanors 
° ~~ py 
During the Twelve Month Per Ended June 30, 1984 
Immi- 
Districts Total | Traffic | gration | Other 
Virginia, Eastern eeeeeeeeeeees 7,999 6,531 aad 1,468 
Texas, Western... ..sseceeeees 6,625 3,221 2,669 735 
Maryland ...-ceeceeseessvees §,827 5,270 ad 557 
Kentucky, Vestern............ 4,346 3,660 al 686 
Oklahoma, Vestern............ 3,997 3,727 a 270 
California, Northern.........+:. 3,917 2,859 ad 1,058 
Hawali....csccceccccesseces 3,493 3,218 aa 275 
North Carolina, Eastern eeeeeeee 3,239 2,704 bal 535 
Texas, Southern ......6eese80% 2,982 303 2,327 352 
California, Eastern eeeereeeeeeee 2,770 1,503 1,265 


The number of initial appearances before magistrates of defen- 
dants in criminal cases increased 0.3 percent from 40,108 last year to 
40,209 for the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984. This total 
includes 4,740 appearances of material witnesses, 3,583 appearances of 
defendants under Rule 40 of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, 
and 1,419 appearances of probationers. Magistrates reported 8,579 
applications for review of bail determinations during the year, a 2.0 
percent increase from 8,408 applications reported last year. 


Preliminary examinations conducted by magistrates increased 
from 4,681 to 4,854 during this period. This total includes preliminary 
examinations of 519 probation violators and 1,092 hearings of 
defendants unde Rule 40 of the F.R.Cr.P.. 


During the year, magistrates conducted 23,646 post-indic tment 
arraignments under Rule 10 of the F.R.Cr.P., a 2.8 percent increase 
from the 22,995 arraignments conducted last year. Grand juries in 85 
a returned indictments to magistrates at 3,466 separate 
sessions. 


Magistrates also reported a total of 8,810 other duties com- 
pleted during the year, pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 636(a). 
These include reviews of 1,233 applications for administrative inspec- 
tion warrants, presiding over 2,506 judgment debtor hearings, 794 
orders of entry, and 330 deposition proceedings. 


Criminal “Additional Duties" 


Magistrates handled 28,960 "additional duties" in criminal cases 
in 85 of the 92 districts covered by the Federal Magistrates Act of 
1979, an increase of 2.2 percent over the 28,336 such Stes — 
last year. 


Magistrates conducted 2,900 pretrial conferences or omnibus 
hearings in 47 districts during the year. They also reviewed 22,819 
contested pretrial motions in 78 districts, including 16,881 "“non- 
dispositive" motions decided by written orders, 3,756 "non-dispositive" 
motions decided by full written opinions, and 2,182 "dispositive" mo- 
tions in which magistrates submitted findings and recommended actions 
under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 636(b)(1XB). Magistrates also completed 
3,241 other duties in criminal cases under authority of Title 28 U.S.C. 
Section 636(b). These duties include writs, final probation revocation 
hearings, calendar calls, appeals conferences and consent verification 
— 4 in international prisoner transfers, and voir dire of prospective 
jurors in felony cases. 


Civil "Additional Duties" 


The volume of duties in civil cases handled by magistrates for 
the district judges contimes to increase, — Gs year, magistrates 
completed 131,693 "additional duties" in non-prisoner civil cases in 89 
of the 92 districts covered by the Feder}, Magistrates Act, « substan: 
tial 11.9 percent increase from the lls es ed last 
year. During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, magis- 
trates in 85 district courts conducted 33,207 pretrial conferences in 
civil cases assigned to the district judges, including 14,941 initial 
pretrials, 7,915 discovery conferences, 5,066 settlement conferences, 
and 5,285 final pretrial conferences. In 86 districts they reviewed 
78,825 contested pretrial motions in civil cases including 63,819 "non- 
dispositive" motions decided by written orders, 8,605 "non-dispositive" 
motions decided by full written orders, and 6,401 "dispositive" matters 
in which the magistrates submitted findings and recommended deci- 
sions to the court under Title 28 U.S.C, Section 636(b)(1B). Magis- 
trates served as ial masters on 599 occasions. The 10,534 reports 
and recommendations on Social Security appeals in 72 districts com- 
pleted by magistrates during the year represented a 59.9 percent 
increase over the 6,588 such reports completed the previous year and a 
132.4 percent increase over the 4,532 reports completed in 1982. 
Additionally, they handled 967 calendar calls, 612 IRS enforcement 
proceedings, selected 398 juries for the district judges, presided over 
247 naturalization proceedings, and completed 6,304 other duties in 
civil cases assigned to the district judges. 


Prisoner Petitions 


During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, magis- 
trates in 82 districts submitted reports and recommendations in 18,157 
prisoner cases, a 2.1 percent decrease from the 18,543 reports 
sub mitted last year. 


This year's reports and recommendations included 6,978 after an 
initial review of the petition, 9,930 after a full review, and 1,249 after 
a full review and an evidentiary hearing. The types of petitions re- 
viewed by magistrates included 2,345 Federal hal eas, 5,450 state 
habeas, and 10,362 civil rights petitions. 


Evidentiary Proceedings 


Appendix Table M-5 reflects the implementation of the 1976 and 
1979 amendments to the Federal Magistrates Act which more clearly 
authorized magistrates to t ev ary proceedings, including 
full trials of civil cases upon the consent of the parties. The 4,785 
trials and other evidentiary proceedings conducted by magistrates in 89 
districts during the year ended June 30, 1984, provided significant 
assistance to the district judges. , 
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United States District Courts 


DUTIES PERFORMED BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 


TWELVE MONTH FEMOO ENDED KUNE 80, 1004 


Total (att matters) © 376,168 


r ADDITIONAL DUTIES: 
176,810 (47.5%) 


Social Geowrity (2.8%) 


Motions (27.0%) 
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PRELIMINARY PROCEEDINGS 


CIVIL CONSENT CASES: 3.546 (0.9%) 
IN CRIMIMAL CASES: 
108,138 (28.2%) 


Does rot edd ve to 100 ON Gue to rounding 


Magistrates conducted 997 evidentiary hearings in criminal 
cases in 61 districts and 1,091 hearings in civil cases in 73 districts. 
There were 1,249 hearings conducted by magistrates in prisoner cases 
in 62 districts. These figures exceed the 916 criminal, 863 civil, and 
1,099 prisoner hearings conducted by magistrates last year. 


Further, magistrates completed 599 special master references 
this year in 46 districts, an increase from the 545 references completed 
in 1983. EEOC (Title VII) cases accounted for 143 of the special mas- 
ter references, 117 were determinations of damages, 66 were determi- 
nations of attorney's fees, and 273 involved other special master 
references. 


In accordance with The Federal Magistrates Act a magistrate 
who has been specifically designated by the district court to exercise 
civil trial jurisdiction under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 636(c) may, upon 


the consent of the litigants, conduct any and all proceedings in a civil 
case including the trial of the case. 


During the year, 169 magistrates in 71 districts terminated 
3,546 civil cases on consent of the parties, an increase of 13.4 percent 
over the 3,127 cases completed the previous year. There were 2,697 
cases terminated without a trial being held and 849 cases completed 
after trial. Magistrates presided over 305 jury trials and 544 non-jury 
trials during the year. 


The leading categories of cases terminated by magistrates 
during the year, on consent of the parties, included: Social Security 
(768); torts (667); prisoner petitions (640); contract (563); non-prisoner 
civil rights (386); labor (114); and real property (69). The basis of 
jurisdiction for these cases included: U.S. plaintiff (260); U.S. 
} + eee (979); Federal question (1,443); and diversity of citizenship 
864). 


Of the 849 civil trials reported by magistrates during the year, 
63 required at least one full week of trial time and 12 required at least 
two weeks for trial. 


There were 240 full-time magistrate positions authorized for 
appointment on October 1, 1983. During the twelve month period 
ended June 30, 1984, full-time magistrates handled 314,327 matters, 
83.6 percent of the total disposed of by magistrates nationally. The 
remaining 61,841 proceedings were conducted by part-time magistrates 
and combination clerk of court or bankruptcy judge-magistrates. 


Full-time magistrates conducted 87.8 percent of the preliminary 
proceedings in criminal cases, 56.5 percent of the misdemeanor cases, 
and 94.0 percent of the "additional duties" completed during the year. 
fable 61 shows the breakdown of matters handled by full-time magis- 
trates vis-a-vis part-time and combination magistrates for the twelve 
month period ended June 30, 1984. At least two full-time magistrates 
had been authorized for appointment in each of the 25 largest district 
courts by October 1, 1983. The extent to which these full-time posi- 
tions have been used in each of these courts is reflected in Table 62. 
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Table 61 
Matters Handled by Full-Time, Part-Time, and Combination Magistrates 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1964 


Activity 


e*eenereeeeneneeeenee 


Pull- Part- Combina- 
Total Time Time tion 
87,674 49,547 37,879 248 
14,475 10,338 4,088 49 
73,199 39,209 33,791 199 
106,138 93,145 11,529 1,464 
7,372 6,575 721 16 
12,401 10,940 1,307 154 
35,469 30,677 4,317 475 
4,740 3,420 1,319 1 
8,579 7,629 625 125 
4,854 4,425 378 $1 
3,466 3,229 174 63 
23,646 21,179 2,112 355 
5,611 $,071 376 164 
178,810 | 168,118 4,844 5,848 
28,960 27,528 946 486 
637 19,723 629 285 
2,182 2,063 96 23 
(997) (929) (47) (21) 
2,900 2,689 87 124 
546 494 35 17 
2,695 2,559 99 37 
131,693 | 123,964 2,968 4,761 
33,207 31,036 797 1,374 
72,424 68,303 1,170 2,951 
6,401 6,120 126 155 
(1,091) | (1,001) (8) (82) 
10,534 10,104 363 6 
599 389 3 7 
967 864 55 48 
7,561 6,948 454 159 
18,157 16,626 930 601 
5,450 5,089 237 124 
2,345 2,082 119 144 
10,362 9,455 574 333 
(1,249) | (1,119) (22) (108) 
3,546 3,517 a 21 
2,697 2,681 2 14 
305 299 1 5 
544 $37 5 2 
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Table 62 
@ATTERS DISPOSED OF GY FULL-TIME MAGISTRATE POSITIONS IN THE 26 LARGE DISTRICT COURTS 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1904 


ACTIVITY uy.s mt ca.c To | oc XRX 8 ae — 
TRIAL JURISDICTION CASES 

MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OF FENSES 4$}—_2,}—_sit} at — 

X — 665 394 203 681 16 a1 1,897 142 226 

" 1 1 

SEARCH WARRANTS See | te Eh LA -—! 4a tt 

ARREST WARRANTS / SUMMONSES 636 68 an) 279 206 108 407 165 438 
INITIAL APPEARANCES 1340 636 1,867 407 629 467 1.687 664; 2,862 

MATERIAL WITNESSES 4 5 4) 1 - : 670 4 126 

BAIL REVIEWS 136 83 627 94 8 164 313 ah 760 

PRELIMINARY EXAMINATIONS 68 262 101 206 244 ” 168 21 271 

GRAND JURY RETURNS 63 172 201 . 106 13 123 199 267 

ARRA | GNMENTS J 850 1,207 197 89 684 ' 437; 2077 

— * 24 90 399 1 20 1 116 31 112 

[TIONAL OUTIES ' 

CRIMINAL — et} a a — 
MOTIONS (A) 1 303 2 22 2 617 76 70| 4,791 
MOTIONS (8) 2 170 2 5 - 4) 2 ” 80 

(EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS) (49) (4) (17) (7) (24) (=) (8) (2) (63) 
PRETRIAL CONFERENCES 3 ' ° : : 33 - 276 ‘ 
CALENDAR CALLS 80 - 4 : - : : 1 + 
OTMER 59 23 123 18 66 78 147 23 229 

CIVIL 2.924 1.096 2,069 1.969 1.313 6.945 687 3,332 1.667 
PRETRIAL CONFERENCES 1,799 413 286 1,040 479 1,692 288 311 ° 
MOTIONS (A) 891 386 1,190 667 675 4.845 $08 1.208 “971 
MOTIONS (8) 142 560 236 140 27 119 19 104 69 

(EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS) (48) (2) (4) (28) (13) (10) (24) (3) (8) 
SOCIAL SECURITY 44 237 278 69 - 174 10 1634 191 
SPECIAL MASTERSHIPS 4? ' 2 10 7 140 - 19 . 
CALENDAR CALLS - - 62 - 113 1 . a " 
OTWER 1 9 45 33 2 7) 62 6 6 

PRISONER LITIGATION 130 103 $52 14 . 473 739 796 $22 
STATE HABEAS $2 61 216 5 - 161 203 167 
FEDERAL HABEAS 20 "1 179 ‘ - 19 36 67 
CIVIL RIGHTS 58 31 187 4 - 293 600 661 206 

(EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS) (14) (=) (31) (4) (-) (66) (33) (9) (9) 

CIVIL CONSENT CASES 1 1 = 2 

WITHOUT TRIAL : : 

JURY TRIAL 1 4 2 1 23 ? ‘ « a 

NON-JURY TRIAL 7 ? 1 14 4 = 2 


Table 62 


WATTERS DISPOSED OF BY FULL-TIME MAGISTRATE POS1110NB In THE 26 
CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED June 30. 1 


ACTIVITY CA. 


TRIAL JURISDICTION CASES 
MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES 
PETTY OFFENSES 
PRELIMINARY PROCEEDINGS 
WARRANTS 


SEARCH 
ARREST WARRANTS / SUMMONSES 
INITIAL APPEARANCE 
MATERIAL WITNESSES 

GAIL REVIEWS 


PRELIMINARY EXAMINATIONS 
GRAND JURY RETURNS 
ARRA | GNMIENTS 


OTHER 
ADOITIONAL DUTIES 
CRIMINAL 
MOTIONS (A) 


MOTIONS (8) 
(EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS) 


PRETRIAL CONFERENCES 
CALENDAR CALLS 
OTHER 


CIVIL 
PRETRIAL CONFERENCES 
MOTIONS (A) 
MOTIONS (8) 
(EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS) 


SOCIAL SECURITY 
SPECIAL MASTERSHIPS 
CALENDAR CALLS 
OTHER , 


PRISONER LITIGATION 
STATE HABEAS 
FEDERAL HABEAS 
CIVIL RIGHTS . 
(EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS) 
CASES 


tes 4 


ACTIVITY re vA," 34 wat ad va AL.” ca.8 
TRIAL JURISDICTION CASES rat $0) 4H , 4 
MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES = ’ 34 
mk A 6 50 1 6,066 321 174 206 4,376 
SEARCH WARRANTS 
ARREST WARRANTS / SUMBEONS ES 343 146 126 160 128 97 46 324 
INITIAL APPEARANCES 612 144 224 369 666 6a6 163 1,06) 
MATERIAL WITNESSES 19 64 6 = 222 ’ 1,327 
GAIL REVIEWS 263 123 ae 4) 216 142 22 7198 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINAT [ONS 233 " 64 121 63 106 23 300 
GRAND JURY RETURNS 130 * 36 36 63 16 
ARRA | GNMENTS 793 - 362 93 466 400 389 1,149 
a. | inate 76 62 " 166 96 - 1198 136 
OWAL I ras ar) 44 Mau ‘8 ti ‘ai OR 
CRIMINAL 
MOTIONS (A) 2,924 8 46 ’ : 393 462 27 
MOTIONS (8) 106 ' 40 * "1 123 4 
(EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS ) (66) (~) (48) (~) (2) (12) (7) (4) 
8 PRETRIAL CONFERENCES 328 - 43 : ° 60 377 2 
— CALENDAR CALLS = - - - ’ 7 - - 
OTHER 278 3 10 : 32 8 2 46 
CIVIL 3.029 673 1,420 993 106 3,364 390 
PRETRIAL COMFERENCES 266 471 46 66 3 442 67 674 
MOTIONS (A) 2.671 377 669 637 66 2,763 260 347 
MOTIONS (8) 18 4 23 - ’ 69 3 - 
(EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS ) (8) (8) (37) (8) (~) (2) (3) (38) 
SOCIAL SECURITY ' 166 13 400 29 46 33 31 - 
SPECIAL MASTERSHIPS ' 2 as 66 16 - - 7 8 
CALENDAR CALLS | , = * 24 * 53 - - 
OTHER... 27 4 23 3 ’ 4 3 16 
PRISONER LITIGATION ' . 691 362 219 233 290 30 614 : 
STATE HABEAS | , * * 216 228 8) 164 87 13 176 - 
FEDERAL HABEAS 77 bs tte Se tas eas 16 78 40 1 47 3 64 ° 
CIVIL RIGHTS _. : ' ; 360 76 98 68 166 14 284 * 
(EVIDENTIARY WEARINGS he em nne (26) (18) (9) (36) (3) (-) (14) (~) 
CIVIL CONSENT CASES re rarer a - - + 
ITWOUT TRIAL * - * * 
JURY TRIAL... - 1 - 8 - - - - 
a ⸗· 2 2 2 


FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 


During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, the 
number of persons received for active supervision (excluding transfers) 
by the Federal Probation System increased 2.4 percent to 34,582. The 
number removed from supervision or who completed terms during the 
year declined 3.3 percent to 31,076. Therefore, the number of persons 
under supervision, which increased last year for the first time in five 
years, continued to grow. On June 30, 1984, the total was up 4.8 
percent to 63,092 from 60,180 reported at the close of last year. 


Increase of 2.4 Percent Reported in Persons Received for Supervision 


The number of persons received for supervision this year rose to 
34,582 from 33,784 last year, an increase of 798 persons or 2.4 
percent. This increase was moderate, however, when compared to 
increases totaling 4,209 (14.2 percent) in the last two years. Table 63 
provides data on the number of persons received from district courts, 
which increased only 353 (1.5 percent) to 24,391 this year, compared to 
a rise of 2,284 last year. 


Table 63 
Federal Probation 
Persons Received for Supervision by Type of ision (Excludes Transfers) 
During the Tweive Month Periods Ended June 30, 1975 through 1984 
From District Courts From Institutions 
U.S. Pretrial Mili- 
Total Magis- Diver- Mandatory | tary | Special 
Year Received| Total | Court’; trate sion Total | Parole | Release | Parole | Parole 
f =, 
E | 36,061 | 24,692 | 18,665 4,884 1,143 | 11,369 7,888 2,408 200 873 
a canes 35,102 | 25,444 | 18,375 5,358 1,711 9,658 | 6,286 1,935 232 1,205 
ee 35, 25,320 | 17,561 5,678 2,081 9,778 $,222 2,521 269 1,746 
1978 ..... 34,808 | 23,615 | 15,668 §,812 2,135 | 11,193 | 5,816 3,298 171 1,908 
E 33,839 | 21,551 | 14,094 5,202 2,255 | 12,288 6,829 3,222 95 2,142 
1980 ..... 31,410 | 18,793 | 12,189 4,589 2,015 | 12,617 7,652 2,671 226 2,068 
1981 ..... 29,575 | 19,323 | 11,886 5,423 2,014 | 10,252 | 6,452 1,939 340 1,521 
1982 ..... 31,531 | 21,754 | 13,286 6,455 2,013 9,777 | 5,906 1,962 297 1,612 
BED 6.0.0.0. 33,784 | 24,038 | 14,588 7,280 2,170 9,746 5,899 2,016 276 1, 
1984 ..... 34,582 | 24,391 | 14,634 7,582 2,175 | 10,191 6,250 2,192 231 1,518 
Percent 
Change 
1984 over 
) 2.4 1.5 0.3 4.1 0.2 4.6 6.0 8.7 -16.3 -2.4 


There were 14,634 probationers received on terms imposed by 
courts this year, which was only 46 more than were received last 
year. Probationers received on terms imposed by U.S. magistrates rose 
by 302 (4.1 percent) to 7,582. 


The number received from institutions, which had declined in 
each of the last three years, was up 4.6 percent this year to 10,191 
from 9,746. The number of parolees received increased by 6.0 percent 
this year and the number of mandatory releasees received, which has 
been increasing since 1981, was up 8.7 percent. The number of persons 
beginning special parole terms and the number of military parolees 
received were down 37 and 45, respectively. Appendix Table E-1 
provides the numbers of persons received for and removed from, 
supervision and the total under supervision, by district. 
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Increases in Persons Received for Supervision Reported in 51 Districts 


Among the 94 districts in the Federal Probation System, 51 
reported increases in persons received for supervision this year, com- 
pared to 62 last year (see Table 64). For the most part, the gains were 
more moderate than last year's, although Mississippi, Northern 
recorded an increase of 133.3 percent (96 persons). Only three districts 
reported increases of more than 100 persons this year compared to five 
districts last year. 


The large numbers of probationers received during the year 
accounted for increases in California, Central (up 220, 15.5 percent); 
California, Southern (up 169, 17.1 percent); and Oklahoma, Western (up 
119, 44.7 percent). The increases in California, Southern and 
Oklahoma, Western were substantial compared to more modest 
increases reported last year. Other districts reporting significant 
increases for the second year were: North Carolina, Eastern (up 98, 
23.9 percent); Pennsylvania, Eastern (up 95, 13.1 percent); and 
California, Northern (up 89, 12.8 percent). 


Florida, Southern received 84 more parolees and mandatory 
releasees this year, which produced an overall increase of 89 (9.5 
percent) in persons received. Last year this district experienced an 
increase of 226 new parolees and mandatory releasees. An increase of 
120 in the number of parolees received in Michigan, Eastern offset 
small losses in other types of supervision for a net increase of 89 (15.0 
percent). The increase in Mississippi, Northern resulted from increases 
in the number of probationers received from courts (20) and U.S. 
magistrates (61) this year. 


Of the 42 districts reporting fewer persons received this year, 
most experienced declines in the number of probationers received 
which were counter to the gains in other districts. A few districts 
experienced declines that were in contrast to high increases reported 
last year. Maryland received 162 (10.8 percent) fewer persons for 
supervision this year as a result of a decline of 140 in the number of 
probationers received from U.S. magistrates. Last year this district 
reported increases of 233 (18.3 percent) overall and 147 in the number 
received on U.S. magistrate tion terms. Declines in South 
Carolina (down 99, 21.7 percent) and Louisiana, Eastern (down 74, 16.5 
percent) were the result of fewer probationers received this year. Last 
year, these districts experienced increases of 69 and 92, respectively, 
that resulted primarily from increases in probationers received. 


Some of the districts with fewer persons received this year also 
reported declines in persons received last year. New York, Southern 
recorded a decline of 186 (18.0 percent) in persons received this year 
with 158 fewer probationers; this decrease followed a decline of 5.5 
percent reported last year. Hawaii (down 71, 27.7 percent), which had 
a decrease of 14.7 percent in persons received last year, reported a 
decline of 88 in the number of U.S. magistrate probationers received 
this year. The District of Columbia (down 71, 8.7 percent) reported a 
decrease of 8.6 percent in persons received for supervision last year. 
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BD 0.0. 0:0:0: 0.0000 


ME eereeeeeve 
| 
NK ereeeeeee 
Bi c.c:c.c:0:0:0.0:00 
PR eeeeeeeee 


NY, N eeeeeeee 


NY, B ...eeee 
NY,S eevee . 
NY, V........ 
 — = 


DE eeeeeeeeee 
Tiib.0.0.0.0:0.0.0:0.0:0 
PA, E ........ 
PA, M eeoreree 
Ti «. cases 
Wah o.0.0.0.0.0.0:0:0.00 


VA,E.. 
VA, W www eeees 
WV, No. cceeee 
wv,s eeeoeeee 


Sth Clr. ..... 


TN, 
TN, M ww cc eees 
TN, Wow ce cees 


District, a Transfers 
Ended June 30, | and 1984 
Cireuit 
and Percent 
District 1983 i984 Change 
Tth Clr. ..... 2,118 2,073 -2.1 
812 741 ~8,7 TL, Now cceeees 1,049 1,035 -1,3 
Bn © 0.0.0.0:0.0:0.0:0 223 210 -6.8 
847 845 0.2 4 144 151 4.9 
Bath, Bh o.0.0:0:0:0:0:0:0 158 171 8.2 
70 71 1.4 LED o.0.0:0-0:0.0-000 301 286 -5.0 
476 495 4.0 C—O 184 162 -12.0 
$1 36 -29.4 WI, W on ccuee * 59 58 -1,7 
92 61 -33.7 
158 182 15,2 Sth Cir. ... 2,015 1,865 -7.4 
2,378 2.342 -1.5 AR, EB .....65- 229 197 -14,0 
BAT 0. 0.0.0.0:0.0:0 119 109 -8.4 
235 281 19.6 TA, Now ec ceeee 80 83 3.8 
117 128 9.4 TA, S onc ce cees 139 108 ~22.3 
771 306 4.5 _—_——— — 315 289 -17.8 
1,033 947 -18.0 MO, E eeeeeeee 388 379 -2.6 
181 223 23.2 MO, W.....55- 325 320 “1.5 
41 57 39.0 —— 136 115 -15.4 
eee 98 108 13.7 
2,060 2,294 11.4 188 187 -0.5 
66 91 33.8 Oth Cir. ..... 6,093 6,520 7.0 
685 746 9.2 
723 818 13.1 E— 149 95 -35.6 
145 212 46.2 AZ. — 677 716 5.8 
298 293 -2.0  * er 693 782 12.8 
140 132 ~5.7 GR © o.0.0.0.0.0.0:0 564 529 6.2 
an 1,422 1,642 | 15.5 
4,269 4,055 -5.0 CA, Ss ef e*enree 988 1,157 17.1 
—— — 256 185 -27.7 
1,506 1,344 -10.8 ID eseee ef *ee lll 147 32.4 
410 508 23.9 EE GxtctutudetstsOe8 . 146 160 9.6 
241 219 -0.1 — 282 307 8.9 
439 430 -2.1 OR... — 261 248 -6.0 
456 387 -21.7 WA, EB ......5- 141 144 2.1 
729 782 3.2 WA, Ww —_ 379 367 -3.2 
215 178 -17.2 ere * 24 40 66.7 
109 90 -17.4 NMI. ....-006- - - - 
164 177 7.9 
10th Clr. eeee 1,689 1,903 12.7 
4,759 4,817 1.2 
— 379 377 -0.5 
448 374 -16.5 ere 293 296 1.0 
136 160 17.6 eee 287 284 0.5 
246 243 -1,2 OK, N ...eeeee 138 142 5.2 
72 168 133.3 OK, B .....6-, 81 135 66.7 
203 179 -11.8 OK, W —— 266 385 44.7 
771 758 -1.7 188 178 -5.3 
162 169 4,3 — 90 106 17.8 
1,737 1,722 ~0.9 
984 1,044 6.1 llth Cir. .... 3,577 3,789 5.9 
3,167 3,338 5.4 AL, N ....... P 600 636 6.0 
AL, M —— 170 207 21.8 
218 178 -18.3 AL, $...... - 99 149 50.5 
363 459 26.4 PL, N —— 204 282 38.2 
593 682 15.0 PL, M .... 554 589 6.3 
225 199 -11.6 ip Wis.c.0.0.0.¢ . 932 1,021 9.5 
471 420 -10.8 GEA 0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0 633 536 -15.3 
328 351 7.0 GA, Mo. .cecees 177 194 9.6 
313 328 4.8 ke 208 178 -15.9 
338 383 13.3 
318 338 6.3 
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Persons Removed From Supervision Down 3.3 Percent 


Unlike last year when the number of persons removed from 
supervision declined less than one percent, this year's total of 31,076 
persons was a decrease of 3.3 percent. This represents 1,075 fewer 
removals to inactive status and case closings. The 21,381 persons 
removed from district court imposed supervision nearly matched last 
year's total of 21,399. There were 641 fewer court probationers 
removed, but 524 more probationers removed from terms imposed by 
U.S. magistrates, and 99 more removed from terms of pretrial diver- 
sion. 


In contrast, persons removed from supervision on terms follow- 
ing institutional releases declined 1,075 (10.9 percent) to 9,695. The 
number of parolees removed from supervision declined by 798 to 5,941; 
the numher removed from special parole terms was down 292 to 
1,362. The numbers of persons removed from supervision under manda- 
tory release and military parole terms increased by 17 and 16, respec- 
tively. 


National Caseload Rises for a Second Year 


The number of persons under supervision at the close of this 
year was 63,092, up 2,912 from the 60,180 under supervision at the 
close of last year. Appendix Table E-2 shows the number of persons 
under each type of supervision on June 30, 1984, by district. 


During the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984, persons 
under supervision from probation terms increased by 5.6 percent to 
47,125. The number of persons supervised following release from 
institutions, which declined 6.0 percent last year, rose 2.7 percent to 
15,967 this year. ‘The caseload continued to be composed of 
approximately three-fourths probationers and one-fourth institutional 
releasees, with slight changes in the probation for each type of 
supervision. Table 65 is a summary of the type of supervision for 
persons under supervision of the Federal Probation System. 


The overall increase in probationers was comprised of increases 
of 5.5 percent (1,859) in those supervised on terms imposed by judges 
and 6.6 percent (587) in those serving terms imposed by U.S. 
magistrates. There was also a smaller increase of 2.0 percent (45) in 
the number serving under conditions of pretrial diversion. Each of 
these increases continued upward trends begun last year. 


Table 65 
Persons Under Supervision of the Federal Probation System 
As of June 30, 1983 and 1984 


Percent of 
Total... cccvccee s+eee | 60,180 63,092 4.8 100.0 100.0 
From District Courts ....... 44,634 47,125 5.6 74,2 74.7 
Court Probation ........ 33,502 35,361 5.5 55.7 56.0 
U.S. ate 
Probation. ...sseeeees 8,887 9,474 6.6 14.8 15.0 
Pretrial Diversion....... 2,245 2,290 2.0 3.7 3.6 
From Institutions ...... eves | 15,546 15,967 2.7 25.8 25.3 
Parole seeeeeeeeeeeeee 11,159 11,449 2.6 18.5 18.1 
Mandatory Release...... 1,141 1,190 4.3 1.9 1.9 
Military Oeoeccesveces 413 340 “17.7 0.7 0.5 
Special Parole ......... 2,833 2,988 5.5 4.7 4.7 


The increases in three of the types of institutional releasees 
under supervision, though small, are notable in that they mark the 
reversal of a four-year downward trend in these types of supervisions. 
The 11,449 persons on parole when the year ended was an increase of 
2.6 percent (290), in contrast to a reduction of 7.0 percent last year. 
The number serving mandatory release terms was up 4.3 percent, and 
the number serving terms of special parole was up 5.5 percent. Last 
year, the number of persons serving under these two types of supervi- 
sion declined by 5.1 percent and 3.3 percent, respectively. The number 
of military supervised at year's end declined by 73, which was 
the result of a decrease in the number received. 


There were 70 districts with more persons under supervision on 
June 30, 1984 than were reported on the same date ty In nearly 
half of these districts (33), the increases in the case were greater 
than 10 percent. (See Table 66.) Many of the districts whose caseloads 
grew this year were among the 64 districts that reported increases last 


year. 


Florida, Southern recorded a substantial increase of 300 (18.3 
percent) in their caseload, marked by increases of 180 in the number of 
court probationers and 81 in the number of parolees when 
the year ended. This increase was in addition to a gain of 197 reported 
last year, and accounted for more than 10 percent of the total increase 
in the national caseload. 


Wd 
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Table 66 
Federal tion System 
Persons Under Supervision on June 30, 1963 and 1964 


CT wccvccere 


PALM wc eeeee 
PAL W cccceee 


@th Cir. .... 
MD eeeeeeeee 
—— 


LA, E *eeeeee 
LA, 2 eee eee 
LA, W eee eee 


Cireuit 
Percent and Percent 
1963 1964 Change District 1963 1004 Change 
60,180 63,002 46 Tth Ole... 55. 4,078 4,107 0.7 
1,418 1,345 28.1 | eee 2,243 2,204 14 
RRX 361 351 2.8 
1,516 1,685 2.6 IL, eeeeeeee 260 256 “41 
— 313 300 4.1 
100 107 7.0 A Prrrrrr 500 469 4.2 
610 433 7 ee 275 316 14.8 
125 127 1.6 wi, w eseeeeeee . 117 120 10.3 
i“ li 22.9 
328 377 14.8 Oth Cl. ..... 3,321 3,503 5.6 
4,066 4,046 0.4 Lo . .... 406 420 34 
AR, Wow cccene 173 106 7.8 
476 541 13,7 lA, N eeeeeeeee 130 144 10.8 
202 206 2.0 1 198 202 2.0 
1,956 1,001 “2.9 eevee eeee $41 $22 3.5 
1,001 1,625 4.0 NO, * — 728 761 3.2 
348 374 7.4 — — 535 604 12.9 
61 99 22.2 N eeeeeeeeee 196 219 11,7 
ND *seeeeeeeee 143 164 14,7 
4,020 4,267 6.1 Meo ccecceccce 271 201 7.4 
130 149 14.6 Oth Clr... ... 11,197 =11,620 38 
1,380 1,525 10.5 
1,426 1,561 9.5 AK eee eee ener 221 227 2.7 
pay 345 19.8 eeeeeeeeee 1,054 1,100 4.4 
584 579 45 CA, NM nccccees 1,544 1,711 10.8 
242 204 “15.7 CA, 8 eeeeeeee 908 989 6.9 
CA, Cc eeeeeeee 3,461 3,303 -2.0 
6,469 6,708 3.7 CA, 8 eeeeeeee 1,102 1,309 17.4 
Mocoeccoceccese 315 251 -20.3 
1,018 1,680 -2.0 ID —— 225 250 11.1 
694 761 9.7 a eocccccece 309 283 6.4 
508 565 11,2 WV weccccvees 436 504 15.6 
672 690 4.0 OR cn ccceveee 554 505 -6.8 
ase 861 0.3 WA, B wn cccees 228 245 7.5 
963 1,077 11.8 WA, Wacccccee 656 682 4.0 
399 364 -3.8 au eee eeeeeee 93 60 14,0 
149 173 16.1 N eeeeeeeeee 1 1 aad 
308 308 - 
10th Cl. .... 3,056 3,188 4.3 
6,520 6,962 5.4 
GD ccccvcccce 720 7136 2.2 
694 715 3.0 Ks. eeeeeeeeee 474 457 -3.6 
196 265 35.2 LL er $13 $11 -0.4 
450 461 2.4 OK, N ..ass 269 289 7.4 
205 278 35.6 OK, Bow eccees 161 241 33.1 
265 354 33.6 OK, Wee cecees 460 $10 10.9 
1,602 1,678 4.7 UT *eeeeeeee 333 320 -3.9 
426 43° 1.4 WY wc ccwcwene 106 124 17.0 
2,911 2,048 1.3 
1,771 1,851 4.5 lith Cl. .... 6,140 6,860 11,7 
5,479 5,915 6.0 AL,N... oe 790 913 15.6 
AL,M.... . 253 272 7.5 
422 419 4.1 AL, 8.06600 230 251 9.1 
431 501 16.2 PL,N .... 305 395 29.5 
1,159 1,319 13.8 PL, M we ceeees 1,173 1,204 10.3 
331 361 9.1 PL, Bic cceees 1,638 1,938 18.3 
883 912 3.3 GA,N. eee 1,102 1,115 1.2 
660 706 7.0 GA, M *f*e see 336 356 6.0 
$03 556 10.5 GA, 8 ....... ° 313 326 4.2 
471 570 21.0 
619 $71 18 
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California, Southern reported a gain of 207 persons (17.4 
percent) supervised when the year ended that was characterized by 
increases of 121 and 74 in the number of court and magistrate proba~ 
tioners, respectively. Seven other districts had increases of more than 
100 in their total caseload that were primarily the result of increases 
in the number of probationers supervised at year's end. The seven 
districts were: California, Northern (up 167, 10.8 percent); Michigan, 
Eastern (up 160, 13.8 percent); New Jersey (up 145, 10.5 percent); 
Pennsylvania, Eastern (up 135, 9.5 a Alabama, Northern (up 
123, 15.6 percent); Florida, Middle (up 121, 10.3 percent); and Virginia, 
Eastern (up 114, 11.8 percent), All except New Jersey, which had 
reported a decline of 3.0 percent last year, experienced more modest 
increases in their caseloads last year. 


Contrary to the trend of increases in caseloads, 22 districts had 
fewer persons under supervision on June 30, 1984, Five of these 
districts reported declines greater than 50, but all five experienced 
relatively equal declines in their caseloads last year also, New York, 
Southern (down 76, 4.0 percent) and New York, Eastern (down 57, 2.9 
percent) reported declines that resulted from fewer court and 
magistrate probationers under supervision. Hawaii (down 64, 20,3 
percent) had a decrease of 68 in the number of magistrate 
probationers, while the District of Columbia (down 73, 5.1 percent) 
experienced small declines in all of their types of supervision that 
accounted for the reduction in the caseload overall. 


California, Central reported a decline of 68, (2.0 percent) in the 
overall caseload as a result of fewer parolees and special parolees 
under supervision when the year ended. This decrease occurred despite 
a significant increase in probationers received this year because there 
was a concurrent increase in the number of probationers removed 
during the year. 


TECHNICAL NOTE 


Dur statistical year 1984 the Federal 
Probation tencing and Supervision Information 
System was installed. During the period of conversion, 
it was necessary for the purposes of this report to use 
summary information furnished by the _ individual 
probation offices. | Appendix Table E-1 reflects 
adjustments for persons under supervision on July 1, 
1983. Comparisons appearing in the text, however, are 
based on June 30, 1983 totals published in the 1983 
Annual Report of the Director. 


CASES AND MOTIONS UNDER ADVBEMENT 
IN U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


For the quarter ended June 30, 1984, U.S, district court judges 
reported a total of 1,601 cases and motions under advisement over 60 
days. This figure is 8.8 percent above the number reported for the 
same quarter in 1983 and does not include matters awaiting additional 
memoranda or briefs or cases assi to a special master. Reports 
were received from 554 judges, including 135 senior judges, and almost 
40 percent of them reported having matters under advisement on 
June 30, 1984, The remaining judges reported having no matters under 
advisement over 60 days. At total of 81 active judges did not report, or 
did not file a report in time to be included, 


The circuits with the largest numbers of cases and motions 
under advisement were the Seventh, the Sixth, and the Second. As 
shown in Table 67 a total of 168 cases and motions had been held more 
than one year on June 30, 1984, 


Historical data on the number of judges who reported matters 
held under advisement are provided in Table 68. A Judicial Conference 
resolution requires all district judges to file a report. The number of 
authorized j hips has been a constant 515 to 516 during the past 
five years, e the number of senior judges has grown steadily from 
126 in 1980 to 185 in 1984, Part of the fluctuation in the number of 
judges reporting and the number of matters ted from ape 4 
is due to the fact that many reports are not filed prior to the dea 
for this publication. 


Table 67 
U.S. District Courts 
District Judges Reporting on Cases and Motions 
Held Under Advisement Over 60 Days on June 30, 1964 


Judges Cases and Motions 
Total 
Cireuit Reporting 
Total. .... 554 
District of 
Columbia 17 10 24 13 5 6 
Pirst 2... 66505. 23 10 47 20 14 13 
Second. ....... 62 29 172 117 36 19 
Third... wae 54 19 51 45 5 1 
Pourth........ 49 16 153 75 45 33 
Pifth «2... 060 ee 55 28 124 65 40 19 
Sixth ......6.. 46 18 257 145 91 21 
Seventh ....... 40 20 462 369 63 30 
MM ccccccce 49 16 61 “4 13 4 
Ninth... ....4. 70 22 100 76 16 8 
Tenth ......65. 32 10 $2 44 4 4 
Eleventh ...... 57 22 98 61 27 10 
219 4/7 


Table 68 


U.S. District Courts 
Average Number of Cases and Motions Held Under Advisement 
Over 60 Days on June 30, 1980 through 1984 


Judges Cases and Motions 
With Percent of Average 
Cases Judges | Total 60 Days | 6 Months Number 
Total Over Reporting} Over to to Over | of Matters 
Year Reporting | 60 Days => Days | 6 Months; 1 Year | 1 Year| Per Judge 
1980 ...... 534 215 40 1,692 1,138 354 200 7.9 
1981 ...... $11 180 35 1,097 714 244 139 6.1 
1982 ...... 521 207 40 1,228 818 272 138 5.9 
1983 ...... 535 211 39 1,472 934 359 179 7.0 
1984 ...... 554 220 40 1,601 1,074 359 168 7.3 
Percent Change 
1984 over 
1983 ..... 3.6 4.3 2.6 8.8 15.0 0 4.1 4.3 


PASSPORT AND NATURALIZATION 


The U.S. district courts accepted 9,603 passport applications 
from citizens during 1984, This was 2,197 fewer than the 11,800 appli- 
cations processed in 1983. Only 15 courts processed applications in 
1984 and many of these have drastically limited the number of applica- 
tions accepted, accept applications in only one of several divisional 
offices, or have eliminated processing applications sometime during the 
twelve month period ended June 30, 1984. The District Court of the 
Virgin Islands handled one-fourth of all applications processed by U.S. 
courts in 1984. Citizens have the option of applying for passports at 
U.S. post offices, regional passport offices, and state courts. Although 
1984 data are not available, there were 3,222,346 passports issued in 
calendar year 1981 according to the U.S. State Department. 
Applications for approximately 18,700 of those passports (0.6 percent) 
were processed by the U.S. district courts. 


Petitions for naturalization were filed in increasing numbers this 
year as the number of people who immigrated to the U.S. in prior years 
became eligible to apply for citizenship. In particular, a great many 
refugees, who became permanent residents after living one year in the 
US., are now eligible to apply for naturalization after a mandatory 
five year waiting period. First, an application is filed with the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS). INS then processes the 
application, holds an interview with the individual, and then a petition 
for naturalization is filed in court. INS has reported delays of 12 to 18 
months in processing naturalization applications, although in some 
areas of the country the delay is as long as three years. Both the U.S. 
district courts and specially designated state courts process petitions 
for naturalization. 


A total of 218,616 petitions for naturalization were filed in the 
US. district courts and 171,750 aliens were made citizens in the twelve 
month period ended June 30, 1984. A serious backlog of applications 
for naturalization in INS offices in some parts of the country has led to 
a joint effort by INS and Federal court personnel to increase the 
number of petitions for naturalization filed in the courts and the 
number of aliens naturalized. The Central District of California, for 
example, reported that there were approximately 80,000 pending 
applications for naturalization at the beginning of calendar year 1984. 
There were 44,640 petitions for naturalization filed in the Central 
District of California in 1984, compared to 11,786 in 1983. Working 
closely with INS task force staff to plar a smooth running operation, 
the district court arranged to hire temporary staff to handle between 
400 to 450 petitions filed per day between February and June 1984. 
This joint effort carried over to the first of two ceremonies where 
approximately 6,000 aliens (accompanied by their 12,900 guests) were 
sworn in as U.S. citizens. 
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Table 69 summarizes passport and naturalization statistics for 
selected years between '965 and 1984. Appendix Table P-1 provides 
this data by district for the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984. 


Table 69 
U.S. District Courts 
Passport Applications, Petitions for 
Naturalization, and Aliens Naturalized 
During the Twelve Month Periods 
Ended June 30, 1965, 1970, and 
1979 through 1984 


Petit- 


Aliens 
Nat 


Year 


ized 


1965 ... 
1970 ... 
1979 ... 


80,766 
89,025 
141,963 


1980 ... 133,721 
1981 ... 161,177 


1982 ... 141,252 
1983 ... 166,121 


1984... 218,616 |171,750 


Excludes passports processed by regional U.S. 
—— offices, U.S. post offices, and state 


Excludes petitions and aliens 
naturalized by specially designated state 
courts. 


U.S. CLAIMS COURT 
October 1, 1983 through September 30, 1984 


During the court year, October 1, 1983 to September 30, 1984, 
the Claims Court disposed of 829 complaints representing 2,297 claim- 
ants. Except for a number of these cases, in which no given amounts 
were claimed, the total amount claimed was $1,394,038,768. Of the 
cases disposed of, the Claiis Court rendered judgments for claimants 
in the sum of $95,404,974 of which $28,601,536 carried interest. A 
number of these judgments were based on settlements between the 
parties. Also the Claims Court rendered judgments for the U.S. on 
counterclaims or offsets in the amount of $688,482. The court, under 
its non-monetary jurisdiction, disposed of the following cases: 2 rene- 
gotiation cases; 1 tax exempt case; and 44 contract cases seeki 
injunctive of declaratory relief. Each January, pursuant to Title 
U.S.C. Section 791(c), the clerk transmits to the Congress a report of 
the business of the Court showing the names of the claimants, nature 
of the claim, and the disposition. 


APPENDIX | 
DETAILED STATISTICAL TABLES 
ANNUAL REPORT 
OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
OF THE 
UNITED STATES COURTS 
POR THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED 
JUNE 30, 1984 
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Table A-1 
Supreme Court of the United States 
Cases On Docket, Disposed of, and Remaining On Dockets 
At Conelusion of October Terms 1979 through 1983 
In 
Origi- Forma 
Cases Total nal Paid Pauperis 
1979 
Cases on Docket.....++++:> 4,781 23 2,509 2,249 
Disposed of ............ 3,889 1 2,050 1,838 
Remaining on Dockets ..... 892 22 459 411 
1980 
Cases on Doeket .......... 5,144 24 2,749 2,371 
Disposed of ........... 4,196 7 2,222 1,950 
Remaining on Dockets ..... 948 17 527 421 
1981 
Cases on Doeket .......... §,311 22 2,935 2,354 
Disposed of ............. 4,433 6 2,390 2,037 
Remaining on Dockets ..... 878 16 545 317 
1982 
Cases on Doeket .......... 5,079 17 2,710 2,352 
Disposed of ............. 4,201 3 =. 2,1 90 2,008 
Remaining on Dockets ..... 878 14 520 344 
1983 
Cases on Doeket .......... 5,100 18 2,688 2,394 
Disposed of ............. 4,140 7 2,148 1,985 
Remaining on Dockets ..... 960 il 540 409 


Argued during term ....+++++> 156 154 184 183 184 
Disposed of by full 
opinions... ...seeeeeeseee| 143 144 169 174 #« 174 
Disposed of by per 


curiam opinions ........... 12 8 10 6 6 
Set for reargument.....+++++> 1 2 

Granted review this 
COPED cacccccecccccccccce| 200 288 «820 ite 149 
Reviewed and decided 
without oral argument ......| 128 130 134 135 886 
Total to be available 
for argument at outset 
of following term .......... 78 102 126 113 #8 80 
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CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIG® ENDED JUNE 30. 1904. BY CIRCUIT 


ALL CIRCUITS 


CRIMINAL 

US PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTWER UY SS CiViL 

PRIV PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTWER PRIVATE CIVIL 


BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


CRIMINAL 

U S&S PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTWER U § CIVIL 

PRIV PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTWER PRIVATE CIVIL 


BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


FIRST CIACUIT 


CRIMINAL 

US PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTwenU S$ CIVIL 

PRIV PRISONER PETITIONS 
QOTWER PRIVATE CIVIL 

BANE RUPTCY 


ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 
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8-1 U8. COURTS OF APPEALS 
CASES COMMENCED AND vemmenevan OURING THE TWELVE MONTW PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1904. BY CIRCUIT 
CASES DISPOSED OF 
CASES DISPOSED OF | WITHOUT HEARING OR CASES DISPOSED DF AFTER HEARING OR 
CASES 
puptne| Cases APF ING nev 

CIRCUIT AND JULY 1| COM on | ore- | on pct’ 
MATURE OF PROCEEDING | 1963 |MENCED 1904 | TOTAL | @naNTED|mISSED|DENIED| OTHER | REV. 
SECOND CIRCUIT 963| 2,945| 2,982) 329| 75 264) 1,399) 1,084 345) 1,224 913 $3233 ~~ 268 16.4 
CRIMINAL 214] 474] 40s] 207] 196] 16 199 as} 7 #8 141 262 232 2 28 2 96 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 38} 113] 192 39 5 1 4 66} 36 20 82 46 2 4 1 27 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL. | saa] ann] 29 9 20| 218) 180 38) 188 132 5 “ae 2 26.5 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 114] 368] 339] 143 a 2 6} 221] 100 121| 110 a1 13 16 - 45 
OTWER PRIVATE CIVIL | 360] 1,178] 1,992] 333] 196] 44 90] 600) 520 80] 468 343 26 4 16 162 
BANKRUPTCY : 26} ‘102 93 34 5 3 2 87} 47 3610 31 21 2 ? 1 22.6 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 79| 210] 224 66 12 1 wl 20l ee 32 83 58 3 20 2 24.1 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 9} 92 76 26 2 ° 2 34 5 2 40 1 : 39 - . 

no 
8 THIRO ciacuut 1,509| 2,506) 1,460] 207 §__202| 968] 49 _s39| 1,300] _1,082 ao 179 4013.0 
© CRIMINAL |. 300; 319] 429) 199 64 1 63 83} «66 38) 202 261 2 18 1 64 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 86} 123) 123 56 " 4 4; 21 43 07 2 6 1 91 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL. 196] 364) 338] 211 21 1 20] 123] e2 «| 196 140 3 40 1 20.6 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 1398] 362) 341] 140 4 . 4| 292] 87 168] 128 109 ? ? 2 66 
OTWER PRIVATE CIVIL | 626] 989] 973) 642 81 2 79] 347] 206 141] 68468 428 21 83 16 162 
BANKRUPTCY... si«s 47| sa 8 36 4 . 4 22| 16 ? 38 “ "1 1 22.0 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS | 132] 244] 211| 168 28 1 2 78} 23 86) 108 " 14 12 @ i4 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS... 6} at 64 a . 1 59 - 69 4 1 rs 3 = ° 
FOURTH CIRCUIT .... | 1,060] 2,338] 2,472] 1,716] 322] 30 292] 1,206| 382 eee) __ see 636 29 _201 18 22.2 
CRIMINAL 301| 362; 262) 391 80 1 7 e1| «8 12) 20 190 2 14 6 66 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 96} 128] 186 66 12 - 2) 190] 1 120 14 ? 2 5 - 36.7 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL . | 264] 200) 343] 199 50 5 45; 130] 77 #653] 163 100 5 83 8 325 
PRIV PRISONER PETITIONS 396] 648} 626) 317 1 3 26] 6826] 26 so rr 4 19 1 27.8 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL... .| 840] 743] #716] 867) 106) 18 6] 280| 166 124] 322 226 12 79 5 24.5 
BANKRUPTCY |... 46} 8 " 43 16 3 «(13 21; 16 5 34 20 13 1 38.2 
ALMINISTRATIVE APPEALS | 124] 166] 168] 122 27 . 7} 38 38 66 48 ‘ 12 1 05 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS. _. 1s] 48 " 1 1 HI " - 6 . " 
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TABLE 8-1 U.S. COURTS OF 


CASES COMMENCED AND TERMINATED OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 20, 1964. BY CIRCUIT 


CASES DISPOSED OF AFTER HEARING OR 
AFF ING nev 

CIRCUIT AND on | o1s- | on pct’ 

NATURE OF PROCEEDING TOTAL | GRANTED | MISSED| DENIED, OTHER | REV 
FIFTH CIRCUIT 1,702] 1,288 6) 322 — 3) 189 
CRIMINAL - 307 258 2 38 9 12.4 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS - 28 21 1 6 - 2.4 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL » 186 133 ? 4 2 23.7 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 4 210 164 "1 a 4 19.5 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,237} 1801] 1516] 1,223} 276) 66 211} 492) 320 92] 827 615 322 66 14 20.1 
BANKRUPTCY 24 84 80 48 ? 4 3 28) 23 5 46 36 3 7 1 13.3 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS | 284; 290) 286) 289 78 7 7) 108} 80 2 49 72 5 21 1 29.2 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 8} 118] 113 13 2 - 2) oun 7 106 - - - - - - 
SIXTH CIRCUIT 2,486] 2,995] 2,7 J 255) 14 243] 1,003) 679 322] 1499] 1,186 35266 4217.4 
CRIMINAL 308; 405) 347| 367 87 - 8 94; 68 26) 196 169 1 23 3019.7 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 79} 132/ 106] 105 3 - 3 28} 18 10 76 66 2 ? - 93 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL . 370| 574) 428] 516 24 2 22] 133) 98 36) 27 196 4 56 16 20.3 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 360} 439) 461) 338 10 - 0} 146) 67 79) 296 236 4 43 7? 14.6 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 977} 1,069] 1,017) 1,009} 116] 10 108) 498| 330 86) 487 364 14 98 11 20.1 
BANKRUPTCY 63 a 78 84 4 1 3 46; 38 4 28 18 - 9 1 32.1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 294; 268; 290) 272 a 1 40} 109) 64 66) 140 106 5 26 479 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 14 29 38 5 1 - 1 30 5 26 ? 1 - J 
SEVENTH CIRCUIT 1,974| 2,254] 2,483| 1,748] _ 263] _56__207| 1,016) 486 560) 1,204 967 58148 3012.4 
CRIMINAL. 326} 337; 328) 336 59 5 354 79} 45 38) 190 174 a 7 6 3.7 
U. $. PRISONER PETI IONS 146] 232) 263) 124 16 2 13) #172] «+177 ~~ 86 nb 61 - 3 2 4.5 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 236; 265) 291| 209 37} 11 «=26} Ss 103) 857) 48} 120 > 24 1 16.9 
PRIV PRISONER PETITIONS 339; 369) 467) 241 ? 1 6} 2613) 59 192] 199 160 2 34 3017.1 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 690; 793) 863) 620} 120) 31 88| 290) 180 110) 463 346 23 72 13 18.9 
BANKRUPTCY 61 «8 62 47 12 5 7 18} 12 5 32 24 1 5 2 16.6 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 184; 186) 206) 166 10 1 9 81; 28 53) 113 83 22 4 4 3.5 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 4 24 25 3 3 - 3 22 1 2 - - : - - . 
EIGHTH CIACUIT 978| 1 1,810] 1,008] _260| 33 _227| _ 678 875 696 20148 1) 16.5 
CRIMINAL. ..si«wiwsws. |B] 22] 2721 tes 40 . 62; 23 29) 180 162 1 18 2 8.3 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 30 86 97 19 1 - 57; 14 43 39 38 - 4 - 10.3 
OTHERU. S. CIVIL... 168; 282) 282) 168 36 4 3 98; 69 29) 149 96 1 50 2 33.6 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 82; 240) 196) 126 3 1 4} 100) 35 66 91 79 1 "1 - 12.1 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL. 432] 729] 741| 420) 167| #24 143) 246] #169 87| 328 261 10 82 5 15.9 
BANKRUPTCY... ss. 21 65 49 37 4 - ‘ 20} 13 ? 28 16 3 4 - 24.0 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS _ 71} n 62 ‘ - ‘ 63} 40 13 59 47 4 5 2 10.2 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 87 87 a 4 - 4 2. 47 4 - - 4 - - 


CASES DISPOSED OF AFTER HEARING OR 
AFFIA® nev 
CIRCUIT AND on | o18- | On ect’ 
NATURE OF PROCEEDING GRANTED | MISSED} DENIED) OTWER | REV 
NINTH CIRCUIT 1518 10) 338 94 16.5 
CRIMINAL 429 4 83 1 16.6 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 104] 147/122] s«128 2 - 2 60} 35 16 70 54 3 10 3 14.3 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 693; 966) 869) 790) 145) 29 116) 399) 281 118) 328 224 12 59 30 18.2 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 298, 461; 374) 386 8 - 8} 184) 193 4 182 139 9 27 7 14.8 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 1,378} 1,614] 1,621) 1,471; 267/ 64 203) 647) 464 163) 697 430 408013 14 «21.6 
BANKRUPTCY 81| 203 3 - 9 73} 54 19 a 24 4 "1 2 26.8 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 663; 718] 686) 696) 100) 9 91) 306; 161 146] 280 216 24 14 27 «6.0 
— ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 97| 240) 287 50 - - -| 283) 16 267 a 3 - 1 - - 
wo 
* TENTH CIACUIT 1,586] 1,922] 1,724] 1,784 oo] __2 $8} 786] 282 _603|__909}__¢7 81 ___14e 5 16.3 
CRIMINAL 221, 287] +238) 270 2 - 2 63} 19 46) 173 140 14 19 - 19.0 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 74) 121] 1168 80 - - : 62} «4 18 53 46 2 6 - 4.3 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 269] 306) 292) 283 ? - 7} ie 1 (872 122 7 43 - 26.0 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 142] 241) 223) = 162 1 - 1} 16) 98 647 74 3 8 - 10.8 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL 704; 683) 596) 791 45 2 43| 208) 44 166) 342 236 42 62 4 18.1 
BANKRUPTCY 61 69 85 65 4 - ‘ 28 7 2 33 28 5 3 - 9) 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 108} 145) += 136) ss118 1 - 1 73} #19 8 64 61 46 8 ? 1 19.6 
ORIG! NAL PROCEEDINGS ? 70 62 16 - - - 61 4 687 1 - - 1 - - 
ELEVENTH CIRCUIT |_ 2,849] 3,489) 7] 2,749] 633] __107 1.368] 96 402} 1 
CRIMINAL 1016} 890) 1,002} 906) 332] 56 276) 187/ 160 37 36 1 7.0 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 68; 170) 141 97 14 - 83} 62 21 ‘ 4 1 97 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 369} 424) 416) 367 64) 4 60} 165) 98 57) 197 141 10 43 3 21.8 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 329} 709) 698) 340 28} 19 9} 419] 266 164) 261 192 20 36 4 13.9 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL | 986] 1,012] 1,042] 866] 184] 24 130) 366) 269 97/ 622 408 29 a0 6 16.3 
BANKRUPTCY... 53} 121] 100 74 9} 2 ? 58} 26 32 33 27 - 6 - 18.2 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS | 127/104) 141 90 32 2 30 46, 2 21 64 ry 8 5 4 7.8 
lo uW 87 1 : - - 2 - : 2 : : 
* PERCENT NOT SHOWN WHERE THE TOTAL NUMBER OF CASES DISPOSED OF AFTER HEARING OR SUBMISSION 1S LESS THAN 10. NO PERCENTAGES OF CASES REVERSED 
OR DENIED HAS BEEN COMPUTED FOR ORIRINAL PROCEEDINGS BECAUSE OF THEIR DIFFERENCE FAN& APPEALS, NOR HAVE THEY BEEN INCLUDED IN THE PERCENTAGE 


OF TOTAL APPEALS REVERSED 


DA “7 


. OY MATURE OF Gull On OFrenee 


v1erosen oF 
WLTMOUT HEAR INS On CASES DI BFOSED OF ATTER HEARING OR 
cases casee ore 
PUDiNG| CASES | CASES |PEDING| OF Ov wo w/ arrign nev 
AWAY || Clu | TER | A 20 rr: “| Ae ve oe | rer’ 
MATURE OF BUIT On OF PENSE 1063 |MENCED | IMATED) 1064 | IGAT IGN) TOTAL | ACTION | ACTION| TOTAL | GRANTED| @1686D|OENIED| OTHER! REV 
TOTAL CASES 071) 28009) cerned indie) 2280} O.4a4) epee 12.070) 0.728 478 2,078 204) 16.9. 
TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES 001, 4,078) 4,000 1017] _e¢ aaa] a.ea7] agee 92 gaa 4@] oy 
TOTAL CIVIL CASES plMM70) 2U720) 2909) 10.212) 2.999) 0.407) 0.902 4,008) 9.009) 7.109 427 1.708 age) 10. 
v6. cases -—uL10) 9.208) 9.074) 4,204} _ 998) 2,028) 1.008 1.122) 2010) 3,000 99 _078 _ 90} 20.9 
U8. PLAINTIFF oe | Ti eT} $74) 108) 900) 202 097) att) ge ae aa) ae 
WEGOTIABLE ING TRUMENTS 16 ‘6 v7 14 ' ” i) 4 ? 4 : 2 ! ° 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 60 3 ” 10 6 32 26 ? 36 26 a) ‘4 3} tt 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND 2 42 46 20 “ 21 3 * 6 3 - 5 “| #8 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 6 84 il) “6 a4 33 16 4 2 22 ' 4 1) 26.0 
PERSONAL PROPERTY TORT ACTIONS 6 ‘4 "I ” ' ‘4 5 ' 6 L) : - 1 - 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
EMPLOYMENT 63 67 64 46 10 26 16 10 28 22 ' 6 ~| 207 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 23 34 33 a4 6 ? 2 i) 20 “ . ’ 4; #0 
FORFEITURE AND PENALTY 7 136 123 110 2 62 2 20 68 36 6 3 6; 22.0 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT ” 20 40 20 4 6 10 6 24 18 : 6 ~| 26.0 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 1 ‘e 0 10 - LU J 2 " ? 1 2 1) 1.2 
OTWER LABOR 20 40 40 30 10 J 6 5 21 4 - ? “| 33.3 
SECURITIES, COMMODITIES AND 
EXCHANGES 26 43 23 ? 7 4 3 19 2 2 i) ~| 26.3 
TAX SUITS 126 142 ve 27 6 62 33 6e 46 : "1 3} we 
ALL OTHER 116 206 73 146 20 11 a4 27 3 46 ? it 2} 26.0 
U.S. DEFENDANT 2.490) 0.100) 4690) 400) 2,290) 1,244 900) 2,900) 1,708. 99 408.77) 20.2. 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 106 168 140 126 6 66 40 it oe 84 4 10 1) 14.6 
REAL os id ACTIONS 66 76 64 7 32 23 J 36 24 2 a 1) 22.8 
TORT ACTIONS 360 410 478 261 6? 196 142 64 196 146 5 4' 6; 20.8 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
EMP LOVMENT 71 210 198 163 26 80 sl) 4) 02 76 2 3 2) 4.1 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS 276 416 387 30 36; 162 106 76 170 136 q 19 7) 19.2 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 261 470 444 277 24; 218 92 126 202 72 J in 4; 64 
HABEAS CORPUS 261 462 4668 246 16; 6261 146 106 190 167 2 26 4; 13.1 
PRIGOWER CIVIL RIGHTS 161 204 206 160 10; 187 80 W7 7 66 ‘4 s “| 0.4 
OTHER PRISONER PETITIONS 66 71 160 87 3 6 4) 76 40 33 4 3 “| 7.6 
LABOR SUITS ” 78 aa " 16 36 19 6 34 27 2 6 “| 4.7 
SOCTAL SECURITY Laws 704) 1,204) 1,193 085 68; 316 101 126 739 464 4 41; 27.8 
TAX SUITS 176 467 316 316 16; «6164 17 47 136 106 - 26 1) 20.7 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS 90 04 14 70 46 34 26 9 34 21 2 0 2) 26.6 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 70 104 108 66 6 66 22 34 47 33 3 "1 -| 23.4 
ALL OTHER |__ 18) 288) — a a ee 


CADES TERMINATED CURING The Teel ve penten emma sume 


apelin nev 
on | bie | on per’ 
MATURE OF SUIT On OFFENSE GRANTED | #18860 | DENIED | OTWER| REV 
PRIVATE CASES SE — er ti ee! | I 
FEDERAL QUEST ION Le 4.902) 2,700, 280, 000 tid) 17.2 
MARINE CONTRACT 62 J 9 “| a 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 69 ‘ ‘4 1 
EMPLOYERS LIABILITY ACT 3 . " 1} 20 
MARINE INJURY 100 5 28 2} 20 
OTHER TORT ACTIONS a 3 23 2) 19 
ANTITRUST "3 J 36 a) 22 


CiVit ore 


EMPLOYMENT 

OTHER CIVIL AIGHTS 
PRISONER PETITIONS 

HABEAS CORPUS 


i) PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 675 40 0 6 n3 
8 OTHER PRISONER PETITIONS 27 . 1 3 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 926) 481] 467) 982 4) 196) 164 ai} ata 168 4 “7 3) 22 
LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING 
ANO DISCLOSURE ACT 27 oe 7 ‘| 8 ? 2 20 12 3 , -| 26 
RAILWAY LABOR ACT 16 Te 42 5} 8 10 8 29 21 . 6 2] 20 
OTWER LABOR 247/972) 318) 308 63) 116 83 32} 140 rT) . 33 6} 23 
COPYRIGHT, PATENT, & TRADEMARK 206; 303) 370) 219 73} 145] = 102 39; 166 120 4 23 4) 14 
SECURITIES, COMMODITIES & EXCH 227| 342) 334) 238 66) 120 93 27| 168 99 30 24 6| 16 
CONST OF STATE STATUTES 92 82) 108 66 21, 28 23 5 rt) 39 2 16 2) 27 
ALL OTHER seo; 781; 793) 667 126] 312] 210 §«102] = 883 263 22 Te | 
DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP | 2,031) 3.008) 2.010) $49) 1,907) 969 948) 1,928) 1,368 87,963 a?! 93 
INSURANCE 410} 618) 618) 408 67) 171] 422 49} 291 216 6 66 4) 22.7 
OTWER CONTRACT ACTIONS 1,108] 1,604] 1,608) 1,183 200} 668) 436 132) 732 66) nl en | 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 163; «= 140) 64] ta 19} 68 43 16 03 87 . 16 2} 19.3 
re INJURY - MOTOR 
VEHICLE 126; 202) +194) 146 19 64 16 46 16 ‘ "7 -| 77 
PERSONAL INJURY - OTHE 318; 377) 433) 262 73) 146 216 187 ” »” 2) 16.1 
OTWER TORT ACTIONS 702) 830 172| 287) 202 a6 300 16 66 6] 21.0 
ALL OTHER 2 " 8 ? ' 3 3 - - - - 
GENERAL LOCAL JURISOICTION 4) “4 ——— =| 16.4 
CONTRACT ACTIONS ? on ? -| 2 2 - ® ‘ - - - - 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS ‘ 13} 6 ® | 6 3 2 ‘ 3 - 1 - - 
TORT ACTIONS 12 2%} 920 ” ee 9 2 5 2 ' 2 - - 
PRISONER PETITIONS 1 - - 1 -| - - . . - - . : - 
ALL OTWER 1s | an — 2 4 


vEz 


TABLE B14 U8 COURTS OF APPEALS 
CASES COMMENCED AMD TERMINATED CURING VE TWELVE GONTW PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1904 BY MATURE OF QUIT OR OFFENSE 


MATURE OF BUIT OF OF PENSE 


TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES 
HOMICIDE, TOTAL 


MURDER, FIRST DEGREE 
OTHER HOMICIDE 


ROBBERY, TOTAL 


BANK 
OTHER ROBBERY 
ASSAULT 


BURGLARY 


LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
——— ETC OF STOLEN 


POSTAL 
OTWER LARCENY AND THEFT 


EMBEZZLEMENT 


FRAUD, TOTAL 


INCOME TAX 

POSTAL AND INTERSTATE WIRE, 
RADIO, ETC 

LENDING AND CREDIT 

FALSE CLAIMS AND STATEMENTS 

OTHER FRAUD 


TALE 8-14 UG COUNTS OF apreaios 
CASES COMMEENCED AMD TERMINATED CURING Tht TULL VE GONTH PERIOD ENDED AMM 20 1904 BY MATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE 
CASES DISPOSED OF 
1 TWOUT HEARING On CASES D1SPOSED OF AFTER HEARING OF 
cases | 
cases cases | o18P 
cases rupine| OF ey wo | w areinge 
— oom AM 0 COMBO. a | oa ois- ect’ 
MATURE OF SUIT OR OF FeNGE 1963 |@ENCED| IMATED| 1904 | IGATION| TOTAL | ACTION| ACTION! TOTAL | GRANTED| @168G0| DENIED OTHER) REV 
auto Twert * ? 1 2 * 1 
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEL TING 216) se » ‘204 ue 2 iz 84 
SEX OFFENSES 2, rt) ' 1 4 et =m 
ORUG ABUSE PREVENTION AND 
CONTROL ACT TOTAL a an | Te a) oo | O— 
~ OAPCA MARIHUANA 609 724 67s; «ose aey; 1a ry) “ 293 261 6 3) 6} we 
8 DAPCA NARCOTICS 722; +968) 900) 780 177) 180] = 102 | «643 406 . 6) 8} 2 
DAPCA CON] ROLLED SUBSTANCES 278; #278) #318) ffs so} 63 at 22) «196 "1 ' 22 2) 2 
MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OF FENSES. 

TOTAL 58) Ty ae) ———— — ie) jae a YT) TT) —_ | 193 
enieERY * 2” » 23 ? “ ‘ 2 20 -| 00 
EXTORTION. RACKETEERING AND 

THREATS 140 Tn Ln | 9 22 80 10 2 7 -| wo 
GAMBLING. LOTTERY ” 2 23 + ' 2 2 : 20 2 : r -| 400 
K TOMAPP ING 33 3 20 ” ‘ 3 2 ' 19 6 - 2 | 0s 
FIREARMS WEAPONS 231 248; 00] 179 31 ry) 9 26} 206 78 ' 22 4} 07 
ESCAPE 42 66 rT} rT J 2 ? 5 42 ” ° 3 2 71 
PERJURY 16 29 26 5 ‘ ‘ - 20 1 3 -| 60 
OTWER MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL 
OF FENSES " 10 93 “ae 27} 20 10 10 “ 41 2 3 -| 65 
IMMAIGRATION LAWS 2 J 84 2 __ F * 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE - - - - =. - - - - 
_ FEDERAL STATUTES L228) 116 = == = * 


* PERCENT NOT SHOWN WHERE THE TOTAL NUMBER OF CASES DISPOSED OF AFTER HEARING OR SUBMISSION IS LESS THAN 10 


23 | 


menced, Terminated, and 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, | 964 
Cirewit Cireuit 
and Terminated ent Pending Pending 
Nature of 3 Die , Nature of 1, Die June 
Proceeding 1063° | Filed | Grented | Denied | missed) 1004 Proceeding 1983* | Filed | Granted | Denied | missed) 1004 
—— — emo =| 2,06) mt) 2,405 10 | 1,000 Oth Cireult...... w a5 2 292 1 Si 
Criminal occ cee 140 930 wo ou 3) 2 |] Criminal oo eee " ae 2 a i 
UB. Civil. wc ccs 39 wo nT 2) 1% UB, Civth. cc ccc 4 “ . 4) - 3 
Private Civil on. 66> sib | 1408 as 1,262 4; Private Civil ...... ” 168 16 14 7 
Admin. Appeals .. TT ry 103 ij @ Admin. Appeals . ’ a 3 nN . 1 
DC Clreult...... 16 bad " bed 7; Tth Clreuit...... 137 138 1 100 1} 187 
Crimimal ccc ccccee J 10 1 2 1 = FT Crtmimmd occ cccee 0 04 1 82 ° 4 
UB, CW. cee ‘4 “a * th) " UB, Civil. wc cece 4 2 JO 1 yo 
Private Civil .. 65> 4 4 : 13 Private Civil ...... i] ie 4 4 - 17 
Admin, Appeals .. ‘4 “ * 7 1 2 Admin. ? - ‘4 - 9 
it Clremit.... «> 9 wt 2 100 1 23 Oth Clreult...... 18 14 6 141 : 45 
Crimiml occ cee 6 29 : 6 q Crimimal oo cc cccee J 4a 1 “ ° 4 
UB. Civil. nc cc ccne 1 i 1 2 4 UB. Civil. wc cc cnn 1 vo : 2 : ‘4 
Private Civil... 65 10 0 " ao ‘ Private Civil ...... 3 93 5 ih) -| 
Admin. Appeals .. ! } : 2 ⸗ Admin. Appeals 1 3 ° 3 : 1 
ted Clrewlt 6) 260 7) 250 1} « Oth Cireuit...... 170 “43 46 44 ~| 
| ere 11 6) 1 6 ° 12st Crtmmimal ow wee “a 156 4 142 ° 42 
ULB. Civil. oc cee * “a * yn 1 10 USB, Civil... cc cnee 18 39 4 3s : i 
Private Civil... 45. 39 in 2 139 -| % Private Civil ...... 20 18 231 -| 71 
Admin. Appeals . 5 2 3 13 - 1 Admin. Appeals . . 20 18 6 13 . 19 
ted Clrouit...... so 271 19 241 1 60 10th Cireuit..... u 124 s 8 1 20 
——— 10 12) 1 112 - 18 Crimimal oo. ccccne 16 63 3 se 1 16 
US. Civil... see ees “4 cc) 7 « ° 13 UB. Civil... cc cnne 1 13 : 2 * 2 
Private Civil ...... 20 7 5 7 ! 4 Private Civil ...... 14 2 “7 : 12 
Admin. Appeals .. 6 7 6 12 ° 5 Admin. Appeals .. : 1 : 1 : ⸗ 
th Cireult...... 254 242 * v⸗ ~| oe iith Clreuit..... n 406 18 283 2; 7 
TeTTT TTT 80 2 3 13 ~| 1% Crimimal . ccc cune th) 142 2 141 - 4 
USB. Civil. wc. cee 12 29 3 22 : 16 USB. Civil... 6. cee ‘4 15 2 iD) * 6 
Private Civil ...... 154 138 2 “ ~| ™ Private Civil ...... 38 142 7 120 2; «@ 
Admin. Appeals .. a J - 3 - 4 Admin. Appeals . . * 1 4 u 
Sth Cireult...... 50 285 6 283 -| « 
Crimimal . 6.6 c ene 10 6 1 76 :  ) 
US. Civil... 6. cues 6 7 1 19 : 3 
Private Civil ...... 2 185 3 176 -| 38 
Admin. Appeals . 7 7 1 12 : 1 
* Adjusted. 
Mote: Administrative Appeals include applications for enforcement or petitions for review of orders of an Administrative Board or Agency. 
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source tee1 | 1002 | 1063 | eee 
TOTAL APPEALS 
US DISTRICT COURTS 21,301 23,661 26.038 26 006 
BANKRUPTCY 406 soe aoe 007 
ADMIN. AGENCIES, TOTAL 3.600 ate 3,068 3,046 
US TAX CT ; 322 404 376 4e7 
ABR 6 o' 107 14 
rce . 13) 02 122 162 
FERC 317 eo 273 “Fs 
Frc. 22 6 ? ' 
NURO 1,161 30 7o6 oe? 
EPA 363 7 127 142 
1cc . Peer ereeeeenens 268 362 200 222 
OTHER ADMIN. AGENCIES 780 703 602 o2e 
DRT, 65000600050 008 106 168 634 062 
oc CIR. . 1.904 47g ga 
US DISTRICT Covny 722 90° ese 104 
SAMKRUPTCY 6 8 6 26 
US TAX COURT . 3 1 7? 3 
— 66 22 ye 23 
ADMIN AGENCIES 702 471 620 637 
ORIG. PROC es 16 31 4s a4 
WT CIM. ween 202 1249 22 1,280 
nat a4 a4 64 eo 
ma. 427 466 44s 408 
Pe eeeeeeeenceees 6e 72 72 ee 
ar eeeeeeee 61 107 : By 106 
PR. eee et 71 214 100 218 
cv... 16 27 21 27 
US TAX COURT . 10 19 12 a 
OT 66 26 24 8 
ADMIN AGENCIES 3? 42 32 30 
ORIG. PROC 22 21 22 13 
cr 222 163 166 196 
NY.N 170 191 192 100 
— 612 48 579 736 
wY.S 1,437 1,228 1,207 1,161 
Ps 6oaecees 123 60 168 226 
— TOTETT TT Te 44 49 40 43 
cy a6 66 62 102 
U6 TAX COURT . 40 66 36 26 
Pree 139 129 92 63 
ADMIN AGENCIES... ... 103 102 102 101 
. PROC . 63 96 87 02 
3A CIR ——_— ee eS V 
OE eT 64 77 103 117 
Per ' 366 468 461 607 
iS 646660 0000060 ees08 620 $e) 006 721 
PAM....... 194 214 218 231 
Pee 288 307 461 448 
PT 69 113 106 13 
TCY . 23 33 7 64 
US TAX COURT 24 24 19 24 
—— STITT 126 76 72 49 
ADMIN AGENCIES 173 164 110 71 
ORIG. PROC. YH A nt ii 
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tess | tea | 008 


omc e 1001 
aa 334 ate 37) 433 
. — 26) 263 204 68 
wee we 19 tao ‘7 R 
* 270 216 232 
VAR ....., 603 748 047 e068 
VAR... , 148 170 100 147 
Wa... 62 70 ‘6 61 
we..... 6? 106 13 ee 
cy. 20 36 $e 
US TAX CouAT 36 6 16 43 
63 46 87 31 
ADMIN AGENCIES 136 92 7 oi 
OAIG. 60 63 260 “6 
STW CIA 
LAE 
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TN 
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Th 
US TAX COURT 
ADMIN AGENCIES 
ORIG PROC 
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aYv.E . 
Kv 
M1 
Onn 
* 
Thm 
MA 
cy 
by TAX COURT 
ADMIN AGENCIES 
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193 26 
060 30 
163 26 
677 169 
006 196 
176 80 
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tH ° 
490 7 
620 101 
26 16 
366 92 

66 26 
362 oe 
261 14 
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ee 64 
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131 16 

47 4 

se 6e 19 
pS 492 
$66 44 
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248 24 
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163 17 

672 117 

104 26 
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TABLE B-3A US 
or 


eS woe 
oreTaicyT | TOTAL Civit CRIMINAL TOTAL CIVIL CRIMINAL 
”™ 1,049 337) 1.004 228 
IL 907 731 76 1,016 647 160 
ruc 1798 144 36 164 126 39 
114 166 136 30 212 162 30 
INN 199 167 32 169 146 23 
INS 176 163 12 219 197 22 
wie 164 134 30 206 178 28 
ale 197 176 22 206 169 17 
om. | 1, e0@. 27 000] 4,388 
ARE 267 231 26 213 191 22 
ane ae 74 10 86 78 10 
IAN 72 64 8 66 61 5 
IAS 126 97 26 102 61 21 
1a 219 71 48 218 169 69 
AAD 364 307 67 362 293 59 
A o 2386 199 49 271 227 a4 
NE 106 96 13 121 107 14 
NO 61 38 23 74 63 21 
so 81 61 20 93 76 7 
om | _ 4.009) _3,188 ____ 966) ___ 3,60) _3,e06 272 
am 55 46 10 68 ay 9 
Ag 399 318 61 336 267 79 
CAN 669 606 a4 676 $12 64 
CAE 230 166 74 196 126 70 
CAC 1,124 679 246 1,044 804 240 
CAS 304 199 106 262 148 104 
41 136 97 ay 124 99 26 
190 89 79 10 668 76 13 
al 120 112 8 116 106 10 
NV 197 127 70 1486 121 27 
on 300 266 36 268 212 46 
Oar 143 132 1 134 121 13 
WA 319 262 67 266 234 62 
Ale 36 20 16 36 18 18 
MBA 3 2 1 6 4 2 
10TH 1,638 1,36! 1,462) 1,224 238 
co 371 326 45 310 260 60 
Ks 292 264 26 276 244 32 
naa 224 168 66 162 132 30 
OK.N 128 99 29 108 78 30 
OK.E 102 73 29 109 83 26 
OK 261 238 43 290 247 43 
ut 147 123 24 137 118 19 
ay 93 70 23 70 62 8 
11TH }_-2208 | ___2.316 — — —— — __ 1,002 
ALN 321 296 26 319 281 38 
ALM 202 193 Q 171 186 16 
ALS 203 143 60 189 122 67 
FL.N 149 89 60 171 73 
FLM 683 432 161 611 470 141 
FL.S 649 403 446 901 417 484 
GAN 614 430 84 637 429 108 
GAM 167 132 26 161 134 7? 
GAS... 227 198 249 _190 So 
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LOWER COURT TO 
PIMAL DIS- 
INTERVAL 
(ONTHS ) 


PROM FILING In 


d iissssassaaq 


r-rfree &- -—-er 
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9.7 
1 
7 
5 
8 
10 
8 
16 
11 
8 
12 
16 
8 


FROM FILING KOTICE 


|___ or prea, | 
RECORD 
INTERVAL 


- — - — 


OR SUBMISSION. BY CIRCUIT 


DISPOSITION 


TO WEARING suGm@1 8S 10% TO FILING 


oO-- AN SION 


3.4 


— 


LAST 
ef 


anor Oo O- Ore 


3 e⸗ ⸗ 


FROM FILING | FROM FILING | FROM FILING | FROM HEARING 
(MONTHS ) 


—~ewrrnoeoerere=- 


MEDIAN Tims I 


CIRCUIT 


TOTAL 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


244 


200 


“ATURE OF SUIT OR CFPFENSE Tova. | 0.C. | FIRST | GeCcOND| TuIAD | FOURTH a SEVENTH! ELewTe | wimTH | TENTH | ELevenTH 
TOTAL CASES |. Las Sn een en 2,137) _ _ 2,068. 
TOTAL CRIMIMAL CASES. ae 4,881 62 319] __ 362] _432 272|_ 868) _287 890 
TOTAL CIVIL CASES 4 21,728) 642 1.918] 1,608] 2,688) 1,337] 3,188] 1,381 2,315 
U.S. CASES. ; he os.) 6289) 399 368 477 408 399 1113) 427, 594 
U.S. PLAINTIFF — 14 42] 3 20} 87 221 58 90 
NEGOTIASLE INSTRUMENTS.  ..ssi‘i(i(aj 16 - ‘ - - 2 3 1 - 2 2 - 2 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS ..sisi‘(‘(‘(“ 93 1 5 > 4 6 7 16 2 4 27 3 5 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND 42 - 1 1 - 3 4 7 1 6 16 4 - 
OTHER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS _. a4 - 4 2 3 4 3 4 13 10 26 9 8 
PERSONAL PROPERTY TORT ACTIONS 14 1 2 - 1 - 1 2 1 1 1 7 1 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
2 EMPLOYMENT... i 67 1 1 5 2 3 2 10 9 3 ? 4 10 
on OTWER CIVIL RIGHTS | - 1 7 5 - 5 1 4 1 2 3 5 
EITURE AMD PENALTY . 136 2 9 4 6 ? "1 13 "1 4 47 3 7 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT - - 2 3 1 1] 1 - 2 8 5 2 
MAMAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 18 - - 2 1 - - 1 - 1 ? 1 2 
R rs —— — 40 2 2 6 4 2 ry 4 3 - 7 2 4 
SECURITIES, COMMODITIES AND 
vere 40 2 - 7 3 1 - 4 3 - 3 1 2 
TAX SUITS. , * 142 1 1 7 5 6 13 1 10 13 38 16 4 
ALL OTHER. 4 12 rT) 24 a 13 "1 13 8 38 4 28 
U.S. OBFENDANT 377] 31 417 308) _ 307 617 311 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 169 ? 34 F 8 16 9 19 4 8 30 18 9 
PROPERTY ACTIONS 8 3 2 9 5 2 3 - 5 a 29 q 3 
TORT ACTIONS 410 30 28 29 27 36 36 7 16 14 6s 32 60 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 
EMPLOYMENT... i (i i(‘(‘(‘(‘(‘(‘(;(;i(i;i;*:S 210 38 18 > 13 19 10 14 1 12 28 18 33 
OTWER CIVIL RIGHTS 7 415 a7 “4 26 28 19 23 27 36 23 97 16 33 
PRISONER PETITIONS: 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE _. 470 2 4 62 37 64 38 46 36 24 62 26 42 
MABEAS CORPUS. i tits * ad 462 10 14 38 a 12 33 $3 73 32 60 40 
PRISONER CIVIL azssss 294 26 a 10 16 8 22 62 13 30 16 6e 
OTHER PRISONER PETITIONS... 171 1 - 13 16 33 4 a 4g 7 4s 20 16 
See a so oo. 78 19 a 1 4 10 2 18 2 3 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS. ti (‘(‘(‘(‘(‘(‘(C(<“ 1,204 "1 106 128 118 80 74 287 ry) 78 126 66 100 
eg 487 1 1 23 26 44 61 33 24 148 33 3 
ENVIROMENTAL MATTERS... si‘(‘(<é(C“ o 10 2 2 . 9 1 4 8 6 38 a a 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT... __. 104 61 7 4 4 1 4 9 3 2 14 1 2 
ALL OTHER... ontiey 9 eee 687| 123) 27 82 58] 16] 4? 31 61 1 a4 


3/ 


Tame ee? Ue OF APPEALS 
MATURE OF BUILT OF OFFENSE OF APPEALS ARIBI THE U 6 DISTRICT COURTS BY CIRCUIT 
CURING THE TWELVE GONTH PERIOD ENDED Jum 30 1004 
MATURE OF GUIT On OFFENSE TOTAL | OC | FIRST | SECOND) THIRD | FOURTH | FIFTH | SIXTH | SEVENTH) EIGHTH | WINTH | TENTH | CLevEeNTH 
PRIVATE CASES merit) 104d) 1.001) 1.201) 200) 1400) 1.102) peo) 2078) pag) vray 
FEDERAL QUESTION pda 14a} 207). —— L014) 1,200) 1,100) 900) 90a) 1092) 94a) ara. 
MARINE CONTRACT a2 . 8 60 L ‘6 5 ' f a4 - 4) 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 263 ‘ i) 2 "1 " ‘6 i) a8 ’ 67 20 63 
EMPLOVERS LIABILITY ACT ee ! 3 3 23 2 4 J i) 2 " ' 
MARINE INJURY a2 . 6 16 ] 10 226 Ly) 3 3 22 : 10 
OTHER TORT ACTIONS 280 U 4 26 6 ‘8 62 ‘6 “6 Ly 20 a6 26 
ANTITRUST ») , " 1) 6 " 30 26 31 ‘9 ” 2” 20 
CIVIL AIGHTS 
CMP OVMENT 1,180 23 U 6 6 6 196 161 136 110 6 66 140 
OTWER CIVIL RIGHTS 2,026 a3 oe 207 ‘60 47 240 224 167 144 206 "7 100 
PRIGONER PETITIONS 
WABEAS CORPUS 1,008 6 22 203 3) 64 a4 166 8 10 ‘a7 60 200 
t PRISONER CIVIL RIGHTS 2706 "2 a 166 206 464 yee 278 176 164 123 167 378 
= OTHER PRISONER PETITIONS 162 : ) U 36 26 Uy) i) 6 " ‘ * 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 46) " ‘4 40 ‘6 a3 06 4) 27 6 ) a4 
LABOR MANAGEMENT PEPORTING 
AND DISCLOSURE ACT 66 ' ' 2 5 8 6 10 2 . 7 2 ‘ 
RAILWAY LABOR AC” 66 : L 2 a) , a) 4 2 ‘ 2 
OTHER LABOR 972 " 2 27 38 29 27 6e 26 24 60 ? ” 
COPYRIGHT PATENT & TRADEMARK 0) 10 4 70 27 7 7 21 22 3 3 8 2? 
SECURITIES COMMODITIES & EXCH 342 ! ? 66 29 "1 14 7 29 60 40 20 
CONST OF STATE STATUTES 62 ' 5) 12 4 J 5 10 ’ 29 2 4 
ALL OTHER 76) a6 26 121 70 62 6 69 46 42 166 4) 60 
DIVERSITY OF CITIZEN mIr 3,000) 108) 198 369 Al Aad) 443 20! 346 
INSURANCE 618 22 10 ! 61 38 66 60 7 38 67 32 96 
OVHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 1664 7 60 191 1a) 107 7 143 138 16 109 1397 1398 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 140 3 10 24 ’ 2 ‘9 22 16 
PERSONAL INJURY - MOTOR 
VEWICLE 202 3 ‘ 16 27 22 3 14 6 16 13 26 13 
PERSONAL INJURY - OTHER 3”? 4 23 30 29 22 R 29 4 23 61 27 33 
OTHER TORT ACTIONS 630 23 36 3 ee 7 163 76 22 60 64 66 60 
AL. OTHER 7 : - 7 ° - : - - - - - - 
GENERAL \OCAL JURISDICTION * 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 10 : - : 10 : : - : - - - - 
REA. PROPERTY ACTIONS 13 . . . 3 - : : ⸗ 
TORT ACTIONS 26 ° - : 26 - : : - . - - - 
PRISONER PETITIONS . ° . ° ~ ⸗ 
ALL OTHER : = - : - - : - : 


Rom Tee US DISTRICT COURTS BY CIRCUIT 
THe TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EMDEDJUN 30. 1004 


MATURE OF BUIT On 


fi 

* 
7 
358 


MATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE VOTAL | © .C | FIRST | SECOND) THIRD | FOURTH | FIFTH | SIXTH | SEVENTH! EL@WTH | MIWTH | TeNTH | ELevenTH 
TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES — Ot) 02 4) 2 aga; 492) 408) = 0. 
WOMICIDE, TOTAL | - - . 

MURDER, FIRST DEGREE a6 - - ' 3 4 ' : ] : . ’ 
OTWER WOMIC 106 28 - ' - - 6 3 - 3 ‘ ? ‘ 
ROBBERY, TOTAL an ! iF 16 20 
BANE 261 ' ’ 0 16 ae 6 26 Y) ” 16 6 ‘e 
IN OTHER ROBBERY 22 - . 2 - 2 5 . - J 2 
~ ASSAULT : : : 40}. l 
BURGLARY : : : 2 
LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL | l 48 20. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE 29 ; ' 2 3 ' ' 2 ® 2 2 : 6 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC OF STOLEN 

PROPERTY 02 ‘ "1 NY ' 1 J 16 “4 " 5 
POSTAL 30 - 2 ' 3 ' 2 4 2 3 4 1 ? 
OTWER LARCENY AND THEFT oe - . 19 ® 5 6 ' 4 * 28 10 2 

EMBEZZLEMENT uv ! s 

FRAUD, TOTAL | 3 u 6 U 1 Se) 138 04 14 
INCOME T 238 - 4 4 26 ‘ 3 6 18 22 v3 26 2 
POSTAL Avo INTERSTATE WIRE, 

RADIO, ETC 248 2 ? 2 32 12 30 31 16 ” 40 16 24 
LENDING AND CREDIT 39 - 1 2 6 2 5 3 ‘ ‘ A 2 
FALSE CLAIMS AND STATEMENTS 107 6 5 4 + 3 6 10 ? ? 19 2 4 
OTHER FRAUD 41 ‘ 2 24 12 16 4 J 22 iF 3 

AUTO THEFT : ! : 14 5 
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING 22) 4 16 — 27 29 


MATURE OF SUIT OR OF FENDE TOTAL | OC | FIRST | GECOMD) THIRD | FOURTH | FIFTH | SIXTH | SEVENTH) EIGHTH | MINTY | TENTH | ELEVENTH 
SEX OFFENSES 1 : : i. 
DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AND 
CONTROL ACT, TOTAL 1,070) 26) 106) 196 — 70) aga 0) 048 
DAPCA MARIHUANA 724 4 63 a " “ae 1) i), 22 16 02 24 soe 
DAPCA NARCOTICS oes) 7 46) 188 61 62 2); 6 7 46) 172 9 8 
DAPCA CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES 278 ‘ 5 ? ae a6 4a 0 ‘ * a a 2 
MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSES. 

“ TOTAL ri} $2) 1] *v 9 
OAIBERY 2 2 - ’ 6 ' 2 : ' - 2 ) ) 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING AND 

THREATS ‘oe s) ’ " 2 3 it) — 27 12 ‘8 4 “o 
GAMBLING, LOTTERY 12 : - ' ' - - ' 3 ' ' ‘ - 
K1ONAPP ING a4 : - . 6 ' 3 . . 4 . 4 
FIREARMS, WEAPONS 248 2 " 26 4 4 26 2 ” 22 0 J 
ESCAPE 66 ' ' * ’ ‘ F 3 9 
PERJURY oT) . 2 - 5 3 ’ 2 2 i) ) ? 
OTHER MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL 

OFFENSES 70 - 2 J J J 

IMMIGRATION LAWS : : : : 27 ! 60} : iy 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE J 
—EEDERAL STATUTES. | 222. — 12 2 


Tame ct US OISTRICT CounTS 
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED. TERMINATED AMD PENDING OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1004 


vs. 
cimevil PEND ine PeMDING | PEND PERDING | PENDING PEemDine 
nee ». co = ee ‘ ’ com vermi- ‘ see ‘ com- na eee 0 
o1sTRict 1003 aanceo | ATED 1906 1063 m@encem | NATED ' 1963 @EnceD | NATED ' 
TOTAL = |. SADL020 201.488 243,119 280,292) 99.900 111,807 100.28) 61,820) 101,970 140.019 142.822 198,700 
mt 002 eee 60) eee 326 470 460 336 667 408 422 664 
~ tA 7,361 4,062 4.318 eo 1,723 1.778 1,761 1,721 6.628 3,203 2,638 6,203 
> hens 766 022 626 662 11 407 jee 664 616 427 662 
wo ai 1040 762 1,062 720 2108 301 343 77 21 46) 730 643 
Pr 2,103 3.613 3,121 2.406 oe 1.980 417 1477 1,180 1,633 4,704 1018 
cr 4,28) 2,669 2,906 4.146 oe) ! 1.193 934 3,300 1,703 1,062 3,211 
NY.N 2.402 1044 1.378 2,967 634 393 767 1,046 1,310 2,170 
wv.e 6,167 6.717 6,380 6.404 2,267 2,700 2,732 2,314 2.026 2,048 4,180 
wv.s 9.800 0.486 9,283 10,003 1.40 1606 ate 1670 6.467 . 6.423 
wYv.w 2.044 1,661 1,472 2,133 646 633 674 1,406 028 6068 1,626 
vT 649 446 404 60! 164 176 164 176 366 271 240 416 
ano |__ 18.708 19,108 19,008 18,80) 12.919 13.598 19.908 2.022 
Oe 772 64) 9668 646 17 266 267 16 666 666 711 630 
NJ 4,362 6,371 6.079 4,664 1,162 1,661 1,664 1,269 3,210 3,710 3,626 3.306 
PAE 6,229 6,602 6.666 6.076 624 1,101 1,003 632 4,406 6,401 6,663 4,243 
PAM 1,461 1,966 1,668 1649 604 796 600 600 947 071 1,168 049 
PAW 2,662 3,718 3,306 2,074 776 1,764 1,603 1,037 1,776 1.964 1,693 1,637 
| 33790 23 17. 14 a0) 1,320 773 1028 1,068 


TARLE CC 1 U & DISTRICT Counts 
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED. TERMINATED AND PENDING OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EMDED JUNE 30. 10904 


v8 clive 
CIRCUIT | PENDING PENDING | PENDING 
AND “ma 30, | Com | TERMI~ AE 30.) Com | TERmI- 
O1sTRicT 1ee3 WEnNceD | HATED 1ee6 1ee3 ENCED | NATED 
am — — 17,903 22,928 21.686 19,006 4209 11,928 10,480 nay 
“o 3008 = 4.868 4.436 4,42) oo) «=. 2,208 
nC.E 14743187 2,301 1,340 632s, 
NC 1308 1,403 904 424 038 
Now 063 1.629 1,661 131 46) see 
sc 2046 = 3.488 3,390 2,043 10731810 
vat 2.172 «3.278 3.262 2,186 $26 783 
vaw 77 3.028 2.667 1,032 TT 466 
wn 1,307 904 676 1,636 606 461 
ws 2.243 er" 1.600 2.614 aT 940 


: 


LAE 7.204 6.460 6,566 7,160 666 1,702 ‘e198 e466 6.399 4,768 4,046 6.211 
LAM 1.436 1.303 1,213 1.616 180 369 339 1.266 1,034 1.416 
LAW 3,187 3,664 3,160 3,601 767 1648 1.201 1014 2.430 2.016 1,069 2.677 
MSN 1,224 1,431 1,229 1,426 427 669 662 434 797 672 2 
mss 3.246 2,870 2,132 3.064 6608 933 e168 674 2.687 1,037 1.214 3,310 
TAN 3,647 3.618 3.662 3.613 664 47 666 776 3,163 2.671 2,706 3.038 
Tx. 3.734 2,768 2.068 4,404 676 922 66) 946 3.069 1,636 1,437 3,466 
Tx.S 6.323 7,768 7,134 6.947 2.436 3,429 2.863 2,982 6.687 4.329 4,261 
Tk 3101 3,980 3,724 3,367 1,32) 2,667 2.169 1,708 1,790 1.423 1,666 1,668 
6TH 27,878 32,278 28,813 31,343 11,243 37,3396 16,566 12,904 16,636 14,942 13,228 18,349 
Kv.e 2,661 1,064 1,949 2,666 1,623 1,149 1,266 1,606 1,238 806 683 1,360 
Kv 2.107 2,108 1,790 2.426 728 1,022 674 676 1.379 1,066 916 1,649 
wie 6.368 6.66) 7,113 7,636 1678 4,260 3.234 2,604 4,490 4,331 3,679 4,942 
wiw 2,100 2,687 2,048 2.639 1,032 1.633 1,177 1,386 1,068 1,064 671 1,261 
OWN 6.677 6.811 6,160 6.5 2,670 3.314 3,612 2,372 3,307 2,497 2,648 3,166 
On.S 4,990 6.982 6,114 6.668 2,274 3,606 3.436 2.434 2.716 2,387 1.679 3.424 
TNE 973 2.336 2.066 1,263 382 ' 1,016 676 691 1,128 1,041 678 
Tue 663 1,611 1,412 1,062 310 761 676 396 663 660 736 667 
Tw SSS | Ot | Sl 8? — — 1,322 


TAME C1 VU & OISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED TERMINATED AMD PENDING DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1904 


TOTAL . vs 
ciAculT | PENDING PENDING | PENDING PENDING | PENDING Perm ire 
— sume 30 —A venmmi - a. ss. oe Tenmi- | JUNE 30. com | TeRmi- | AME 30. 
orsTRicy 1963 wanceD | § NATED 1904 oes) 6©| MERCED | =6NATED 1906 1903) 6§| MERCED | NATED 1904 
LAL : U ! 4.496 8.366 6.249 6,552 ! ! ! 
tun" 7.491 10.682 e211 6.962 1,762 3.804 2.342 3.224 6.729 6678 6.069 5.738 
we 1364 1439 1316 1407 296 a4) 34 1068 927 1.139 
18 1.186 1.334 1.33) 1168 316 642 439 419 669 792 692 769 
InN 2.267 2.116 1.930 2.443 oe9 663 768 7134 1668 1,263 1,142 1,708 
Ins 2.460 3.201 2.606 3.046 617 ess 1.369 1,136 1,633 1.613 1236 1.910 
wit 1603 2138 1.706 1035 410 626 613 $23 1,093 1.612 1,193 1412 
wie $80 ore 1.026 ave 166 aii 168 424 $03 617 310 
oT 14) ' 2) | __ 4,968 9,006 8,352 6.71) 9,185 9,275 6,826 9,634 
ane 1 ee8 2.566 2.396 2,147 708 a8 1,103 1.024 1.279 1,137 1.293 1,123 
aAnw 928 1243 1.240 93) 406 699 69) 413 $23 644 649 6168 
i) IAN 603 769 643 206 387 372 221 397 422 397 422 
wo IAS 1.231 1.262 1,108 ‘304 303 $04 ' 416 928 768 718 
ome 2.461 3.296 3.008 2,749 ® 1.768 1.663 1.04) 1.626 1.638 1,386 1,708 
wort 2.286 3.619 3217 2.687 726 1666 1.474 83) 1,860 1.933 1,743 1,780 
wou 2.46) 2666 2.782 2.634 946 1434 1.430 962 ’ 1.431 1,362 1.682 
we 1.306 1.670 1646 1,330 424 722 766 682 948 890 940 
“0 403 469 408 404 3? 26? 214 190 266 222 194 20 
so 497 662 603 $66 176 320 268 227 322 342 336 329 
om 30,298 _ 37,780 34,044 34,034 ! 18) 16,27 ! ! ! ! 
AK 601 685 $38 1,038 306 261 231 366 585 404 307 682 
al 2.066 3.426 3,24) 2,270 761 1.791 1,706 46 1.324 1.636 1,635 1.424 
CAN 4.609 6.315 6.611 6.213 1,667 4,926 3.628 3,065 2,842 3,389 3,063 3,148 
Cae 2.699 2.370 2,148 2,921 1,199 66) 963 1.097 1,600 1.519 1,196 1.624 
Cac 6.115 9.034 8.036 7,113 1,407 3.181 2,649 1.939 4,708 6.663 6.387 6.174 
CAS 2.007 3.032 2.761 2.268 1.040 2,169 1,966 1.234 967 873 786 1.064 
HI 1.44) 1.469 1.347 1683 407 706 760 433 1,034 3 $87 1,120 
10 625 94 913 345 464 462 387 4 430 354 556 
wT 1068 1.044 692 1.210 312 467 365 404 746 $87 $27 
NV 1.783 1.463 1.363 1683 383 712 642 463 1,400 74) LAR 1,430 
OA 1.967 2.384 2.408 1,663 672 869 $46 1,296 1.616 1,493 1.317 
wat 1.079 947 8 1,038 404 432 473 443 696 515 ' 595 
waw 2.778 2.610 2.695 2.69 1,131 1,169 1.810 790 1647 1.441 1,186 1,903 
GUAM 96 93 76 6 816 56 36 634 143 40 vat 
neal 103 34 74 ih) ? 10 92 27 64 $5 


TALE C1 US OISTRICT CouRTS 
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED. TERMINATED AND PENDING OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1904 


us. vit 

ciacvit PERDING PENDING | PENDING PENDING | PENDING PENDING 

apa) JUNE 30 com Term - . | AE BO, Com Temi - JUME 30 JUNE 30. com - ° 
misTRictT 1963 MENCED MATED 1984 1983 @ENCED MATED 1966 1963 @ENCED NATED 1964 
co 2,366 2.732 2,766 2,333 493 669 633 619 1,673 1,673 1,932 1614 
«xs 2.626 2,171 2,312 2,464 624 663 676 632 2,001 1,286 1,437 1,662 
“abe 1.403 1,972 1,086 1,469 631 1,136 1,036 63) 672 636 066 
O&N 9e8 1,163 1,144 299 393 401 201 689 760 743 
OuE 466 626 639 442 166 416 423 161 297 410 ae ae) 
On. 1,780 3.392 2,961 2,221 636 1,143 1,076 600 1,246 2,249 1,673 1,621 
ut 1613 1,436 1.476 1,473 468 610 366 1,06 674 1,107 
wy 329 637 483 383 66 201 180 107 243 3 303 276 

11TH 1 1 6,920 9,797 9,383 7,334 16,064 14,114 14.5 76 14,602 
AUN 2.492 4,127 4,069 2,630 1,064 2.211 2.188 1,067 1,428 1,916 1.901 1,443 
ALM 1,126 1.708 1,631 1,003 262 74 708 34 8 1,123 
ALS 1,977 1.648 1,606 1,219 33 613 617 336 638 936 
FLW 924 1.215 1,004 1,136 284 676 464 640 $90 
FLiM 4,427 4,614 4,347 4,694 1,143 1,962 1,664 1,631 3,264 2,662 2,763 3,163 
FLS 6.694 4.446 4,762 6,387 2,447 1,646 2,068 2,024 3.247 2,800 2,684 3,363 
GAN 3.663 3.607 3,693 3.367 631 917 676 673 2,922 2,690 2.8016 a 
GAM 1,202 1.387 1,193 1,396 406 640 ane 648 796 747 048 

_GAS 1.389 1.360 gaa 324470 400 | ,065 890,084 


MATURE OF SUIT 
DIVERSITY OF LOCAL 
1903 =| TOTAL | PLAINTIF® | CaPEMDANT | QUESTION | CITIZENSHIP | JURISDICTION 
TOTAL CASES ph. 1,002) 201,000) 04.014 — ———— — 09 
CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL 04,017) 98,299) 61,769 978 6,992 28,724 1 
INSURANCE @1e4) 620) 23 276 231 5.006 6 
MAA INE 6.721) 6,091 7) 39 4,907 : ? 
MILLER ACT 168] «1,283 910 - 373 - . 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 6.202) 4,760 3,062 40 1,681 ' 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND ENFORCEMENT 
OF JUDGEMENTS 41,213] 46,190 45,926 66 " ' ' 
~ OTWER CONTRACT ACTLONS 24.438| 24,786 1701 555 1,082 21,20) 4? 
8 REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL 0967) 9,192 §,004 763 1,09¢ —* 29 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND 966 $08 are 21 6 30 . 
FORECLOSURE 6382) 6,660 4,304 290 768 1,213 6 
RENT LEASE. AND EJECTMENT 198 400 7 29 84 218 2 
TORTS TO LAND 13 802 42 62 87 309 2 
OTWER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 1209] = 1,122 142 361 99 610 10 
TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL 20,404) 97,822) 166 2,916 0,296 28,860 298 
PERSONAL INJURY 
PERSONAL INJURY PRODUCT LIABILITY 
AIRPLANE 337 371 - 3 23 336 - 
wari 164 133 - 2 89 72 - 
MOTOR VEHICLE 574 662 - " 14 618 + 
AS@ESTOS -| 2788 . 10 113 2.608 - 
OTWER 6951] 6.733 - 16 216 5.438 3 
OTWER PERSONAL INJURY 
al 792 748 : 216 106 426 2 
MAR INE 4.029; 4.485 20 143 3,672 617 3 
MOTOR VEWICLE 6413) 6.802 - 867 164 5,689 82 
ASSAULT. LIBEL AND SLANDER 1.040 908 - 7" 183 788 + 
FEDERAL EMPLOYERS LIABILITY ACT 2.102} 1,914 - - 1,914 : . 
MEDICAL MALPRACTICE 1496) 1,782 - $22 - 1,249 1" 
OTWER 7.464) 7.407 27 1,029 478 8,702 174 
PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE 
FRAUD INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING eae) = 1,842 4? 36 see ooä 3 
OTWER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE 2 519 1,394 2 


244 


al 
MATURE OF SUIT vs. 
FEDERAL | DIVERSITY OF LocaL 
1903 | Tovac | PLAINTIFF | CEPENDANT | QUESTION | CITIZENGNIP | JURISDICTION 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES, TOTAL 1296 : 
ANTITRUST : = *- 
BANKRUPTCY SULTS 
TRUSTEE 300; = 120 - 2 128 - - 
TRANSFER (9160) 212) (388 4 ‘ 348 - - 
APPEAL (80 3,203) 4,187 07 103 3,907 - - 
BANKS AND BANE ING py) ee 56 193 - - 
—2 CIVIL RIGHTS 
4 VOT ING 176 10 240 - - 
— B 9,007) 9,748 268 673 0,017 - - 
AC COMMODAT 1 ONS 200; 28 12 14 - - 
WELFARE 228) 183 ' “4 138 - . 
OTWER CIVIL RIGHTS 9,938) 10,738 «0 060 9,030 . - 
COMMERCE (ICC RATES, ETC ) 1,043) 1,000 a6 20 ade 
ECONOMIC STABILIZATION ACT 42 24 2 " "1 - - 
EWY [ROMMENTAL MATTERS ML 207 202 102 : - 
DEPORTATION 14 193 = 1e1 12 - - 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
M01 [ONS TO VACATE SENTENCE 4 1,427 - - - 
conrus : 10,440] 10,264 - 1 908 0,338 : 14 
WANDAMUS AND OTHER 841} ‘870 - 372 196 - - 
CIVIL RIGHTS 10,477) 10,088 - 622) 18,034 - - 
FORFEITURE AMD PENALTY 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS — J 62 12 - - - 
FOOD AMD DRUG ACT a7) at 410 ' - - - 
AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS rae a7} 02 112 - - - - 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AMD WEALTH ACT 120) 108 106 ' - - - 
OTWER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS i |__ 2,803] __ 3,008) 2,996 sol - : : 


3906 _ 
MATURE OF SUIT u.s. 
FEDERAL | DIVERSITY OF LOCAL 
1963 TOTAL | PLAINTIFF | DEFENDANT | QUESTION | CITIZENGHIP | JURISDICTION 
FAIR LABOR STANDAROS ACT 1,383) 1,479 772 26 681 - - 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 4,208; 3,920 134 at 3,746 J 
LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING AND DISCLOSURE ACT 271 304 39 1 264 - - 
RAILWAY LABOR ACT 190 224 2 3 219 - - 
OTWER LABOR LITIGATION 4,981) 5,094 164 149 8,561 - - 
PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS 
COPYRIGHT 2,226) 2,102 - - 2,102 - - 
i) PATENT 1,002} 1,010 1 " - - 
8 TRADEMARK 2,166 186 ’ - 2,186 : : 
SECURITIES, COMMODITIES, AND EXCHANGES 2,918) 3,142 207 22 2.913 - - 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS 
HEALTH INSURANCE 471 578 * 576 - - - 
BLACK LUNG CASES 96 59 - 59 - - - 
DISABILITY INSURANCE 16,169) 24,216 21 24,194 - - - 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 3,596 496 - 4,496 - - - 
RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS 329 $27 - 627 - - - 
OTHER 666 11 - 1 . . - 
STATE REAPY\ | ONMENT SUITS 0 - - ? - - 
TAX SUITS 4,132 3,866 961 2,868 > - 6 
CUSTOMER CHALLENGE 55 7 - ? ~ - - 
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT OF 1974 464 479 - 446 33 J 
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS 6,782) 7,366 920 2.110 4,328 - - 
OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL 87 ? : ! 204 2 206 
DOMESTIC RELATIONS 5 - - - - - - 
INSANITY 162 94 - - - - 94 
PROBATE ‘ - - - : - - 
SUITS INVOLVING LOCAL OFFICIALS 280 302 - 16 204 2 - 
OTHER ——— 191 - - - - 191 


* Separate data on asbestos litigation is available only for the twelve month period ended June 30, 1984; prior to this period asbestos 
cases are included in the category "Personal Injury Product Liability - Other." 
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isl 
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’'* ete ate 


@oTOR 
ciacwil TOTAL REAL @ARINE §VENICLE | OTMER OTWER 
2 PRIVATE Com PRoP- PERSONAL | PERSONAL | PERSOMAL| TORT | ANTI- | CIVIL 
OISTRICT Civie TRACT ERTyY FELA | IMJURY | INJURY IMJURY | ACTIONS | TRUGT | RIGHTS 
TOTAL 149,618; 35.487 3.345 1914 4,423 6576 17 4 i) 1 1 4 1 1 12,71 
oc 2,508 506 30 16 ' $22 see 6! 26 293 4 38 22 8} 40 286 197 
1$T 6,121 1 91 1 1 117 67 1 1 7 4 

2 — — — 

A 3.203 785 13 46 161 103 975 51 19 291 ? 41 94 1 167 177 313 
(ee $18 128 Aa 56 126 13 2 1 24 29 16 : 34 
al 46) 81 3 1 7 30 62 16 4 106 2 1 63 - 23 21 31 
va 1.833 236 863 3 46 20 69 34 3 66 3 14 31 2 — 42 46 

2N0 1 a 14 1 1 1 1 28 — L493 
cT 
nv 1316 117 4 108 6 4? 110 14 6 140 2 118 417 2 50 93 7 
wre 2.928 566 1? 67 6e 173 416 84 20 396 4 147 211 8 1o4 234 362 
wv.S 7.800 3.271 39 120 316 161 484 191 49 $33 34 248 467 16 596 546 763 
nye 928 86 - 4) 3 17 60 1 4 133 12 61 307 ! 36 86 
vT 271 56 5 3 - 32 46 a 5 47 1 3 31 - 9s 6 19 
2R0 1 1 119 iA 1961 11 1,341 1 5 1 4 1 1 
oc M+} — 9 — — —— 
Mo 3,710 330 28 13 46 313 423 47 21 $27 56 177 364 2 216 297 263 
PAE §.401 1.341 32 301 164 509 963 126 61 447 38 186 364 ! 136 393 319 
t.979 1@4 of 12 1 11 160 18 63 6 78 326 5 26 91 61 
Pan 1 966 516 14 60 274 a6 214 37 26 211 13 107 211 - 41 291 104 
vi 773 72 29 - 3 91 196 6 : ~ _40 2 1 2. 13.282 


SUIT AD DISTRICT 
16S THE TWELVE MOUTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1 
OTWER man | FORFEIT- 
CimculT | YOTAL TOTAL LAMD | REAL DAMUS | URES 
CIvit us Com- |CONDEM-|PROP-| TORT | ANTI- | CIVIL MD PEMAL- |LABOR; SOCIAL | TAX | ALL 
DISTRICT) CASES CIVEL | TRACT | MATION | ERTY | ACTIONS) TRUST | RIGHTS OTWER TIES | SUITS) SECURITY | SUITS) OTHER 
4TH iB! 74 4 1 ! 4 4 1 1 

“ i Oe 

NCE 2,167 1,377] 1023 7 5 7 - 18 19 7 "1 - 43 1 164 18 34 

aCe 1,398 938 733 3 3 2 - 4 7 3 - - 18 127 ? 14 

Cw 1629 1,188 eas 2 4 6 ° 2 14 1 - - 16 7 268 10 10 

sc 3,468 1,910 466 - 603 38 ° 10 28 2 : - 48 5 660 24 20 

vat 2276 783 196 14 8 81 - 39 26 28 16 2 39 12 189 62 56 

vaw 3,028 1,066 771 ! a "1 - 16 7 3 6 2 147 12 823 16 48 

Wa 904 461 101 31 3 3 ” 3 2 > 4 < 10 220 7? 7 
~w ws 1971 940 2 - 4 7 - 5 13 6 5 - 192 26 469 4 25 
8 STH 1 - 1 ‘sf 12 * 34 Ny ‘4$ 455 on 43 

LAE . : 7 . 

44 1.393 389 220 2 29 2 - 1 - 2 2 - 3 3 66 13 17 

\a® 3,666 1.548 728 3 «338 43 - 12 6 1 ’ - 6 13 338 29 33 

aS.N 1,431 559 12 42 7 - 5 3 2 - - 2 4 168 9 16 

45.5 2,870 933 2 19 19 - 14 8 2 1 1 12 8 166 23 23 

TKN 3.618 947 293 3 a 34 - aa 36 47 9 5 46 22 243 66 92 

YXE 2,788 922 563 23 3 12 : 6 5 83 20 2 9 4 196 18 19 

TKS 7.788 3.429; 2.706 1 14 $1 54 38 12 7 4 112 48 191 116 7 

hs 3.980 2.667; 1.866 J 5 58 36 47 89 14 22 74 "1 194 66 67 

6TH 3 3 Hy 3) ao 216 4 1994 147 1 3 106 7 4 

Kve tes . 1S . 

nye 2.108 1,022 493 4 67 7 - 6 9 ’ - 23 3 362 16 21 

MLE 8.581 4.260 990 2 24 64 - $3 37 50 26 a 46 28 2,707 140 83 

“ie 2,587 1,533 680 3 16 18 - 8 9 : - - 6 6 743 12 31 

On.N 5.611 3.314) 1500 1 203 a1 2 41 20 * 3 - 26 2% 1,348 34 62 

Ons 5,982 3,695; 1.714 1 200 24 1 35 $ 3 - - 23 21 1,383 63 118 

TME 2,336 1.208 515 3 16 16 - 13 "1 1 2 - 59 6 424 46 97 

ae 1.611 761 388 1 + " 1 7 13 2 1 1 19 8 230 47 28 

T™. J 124 ! 10 14 4 21 29 18 9 5 165 46 16 


MOTOR 
CIRCUIT REAL MARINE | VENICLE | OTNER | OTHER COPYRIGNT 
AMD PRIVATE | CON- | PROP- PERSONAL | PERSONAL) TORT | ANTI- | CIVIL | COM PATENT | LABOR | ALL 
OISTRICT CIVIL TRACT | ERTV | FELA | IMJURV | INJURY | INJURY | ACTIONS| TRUST | RIGHTS | MERCE TRADEMARK | SUITS | OTHER 
4TH "1 2,4 1 113 177 691 1,321 4  1$01 1 4 514 
ca) — yer — —ã— 
NC.E 790 104 9 " 22 43 13 * 110 18 18 23 
NC Me 460 72 3 - 12 27 4 3 7 21 22 36 
NCW 641 172 2 - 1 25 43 14 3 110 49 12 3? 
sc 1.678 $32 18 - 12 201 282 "1 13 200 49 21 66 
VAE 2.522 526 23 8 94 130 208 $7 13 370 1 a7 it] 108 
vaw 1,162 183 10 28 2 69 110 25 3 135 16 51 82 
6 wen 453 87 29 - - 23 51 4 2 49 34 16 
5 wes 1,031 258 19 33 12 56 193 27 - 119 " 158 53 
© 
5TH ? 247 164 1 3,1 57 
LAE — a 
LAM 1,034 121 38 5 38 38 86 10 1 ag 2 64 469 - 14 31 30 
Law 2.016 391 32 18 464 89 249 64 1 220 - 136 221 1 30 4? 63 
SN 872 230 14 2 18 83 120 3 2 130 1 39 166 1 12 "1 21 
“S.S 1,937 462 28 4 33 158 766 34 2 178 2 61 112 - 15 31 54 
TXN 2.671 871 36 13 a a 233 68 33 326 25 291 178 6 97 114 271 
TKE 1,836 200 13 30 179 61 620 4 4 144 - 100 337 10 12 25 30 
TXS 4,329 1,394 38 40 386 61 330 134 22 612 22 266 559 10 106 190 241 
TX 1.423 260 10 26 J 61 134 31 14 279 - 181 204 5 50 61 142 
6T 3 1433 198 mF u 611 1 2 1 2,651 151 23 Love 16 1,61 1,0 
ave - 
ve 1,066 201 21 32 14 54 122 22 130 59 188 1 26 64 6$ 
MLE 4,331 1,006 30 67 22 aa 712 62 36 661 42 196 402 - 166 642 310 
“iw 1,064 138 10 8 * 39 120 a 3 191 7 64 268 - 33 113 50 
eh 2.497 4a) 6 *e 13 70 214 59 27 663 31 100 61 1 82 431 210 
OH,S 2.387 270 10 27 3 47 663 24 15 382 5 224 389 2 62 218 156 
THE 1,128 268 4 3 108 195 36 6 166 - 56 139 1 25 51 61 
8 160 3 1 2 3 64 24 5 170 2 62 202 . 20 31 89 
™e 130 1 1 12, 30 $7 14 10 170 1 65 196 11 13 50 43 


TARLE C3 U 8 DISTRICT Counts 
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED. BY HATURE OF BUIT AMD DISTRICT 
CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EMDED JUNE 30. 1004 


a 


— — / —— — — 


OTWER 
cimevly TOTAL TOTAL REAL 

AM u COn- | CONDEM- | PROP 
OrerRicy| Cases CIVIL | TRACT | MATION | ERTY 


iu 1400 44) 166 “6 
is 1394 642 146 2 6 
IW 2116 663; 408 > 16 
ins 3,201 1688) 830 161 
wie 21 626) 260 60 
wie oie aii 163 a 
arm j 2 
2 ant r Hitt “Sou it " *- 
2 ane 124) 600 2 
IAN r) Th 71 ae 
1as 1.262 604; 216 ‘ “6 
ae 3208 1768) 1004 ‘ ‘e 
wor 3418 1606) 1083 2 "1 
wow 2.066 1434) 680 7 2 
Ne 1.670 122 iT) 7” 1 
wo TT) 26) 121 4? 
$0 662 320 160 ' 26 
orm i i i ? ' i) ? 
- ' a i — | we — bh — 44 a a. — 298 : any a ae I 
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CIVIL RIGHTS 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 
COPYRIGHT 
PATENT. . 
TRADEMARK 
CONSTITUTIONALITY 
OF STATE STATUTES 
ALL OTHER FEDERAL QUESTION 
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TABLE C4. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AND ACTION TAKEN 
(LAND CONDEMNATION CASES OMITTED) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1984 


SOWAT ACTION 
WO DURING 
COURT BEFORE OR AFTER 
NATURE OF SUIT TOTAL ACTION | TOTAL | PRETRIAL | PRETRIAL 
DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP | 54,339) 22,747] 31,692 13,706 13,123 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 
INSURANCE 5,626 2,273 3,363 1.641 1,286 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS 1,644 779 865 545 227 
OTHER CONTRACTS 21,648 9,998 11,660 5.864 4,304 
REAL PROPERTY 2.413 1,109 1,304 860 302 
TORT ACTIONS 
MARINE PERSONAL INJURY . 736 261 465 120 277 
MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURY 6,287 2,498 3,789 1,147 1,961 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 13,687 4,964 8,723 3,016 4,204 
OTHER TORTS 2,295 874 1,421 611 663 
ALL OTHER DIVERSITY 3 1 2 2 - 
LOCAL JURISDICTION 1,093 1 be 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 2 
REAL PROPERTY , 41 30 1 9 1 
TORT ACTIONS 
MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURY 92 76 16 2 7 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 168 100 68 24 14 
OTHER TORTS - ' 7 7 ~ e * 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
HABEAS CORPUS . ,; eta 21 21 = « a « - a * 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER - - - - ~ « e “ — 
CIVIL RIGHTS...... 99 1 1 - @ « * a - 
DOMESTIC RELATIONS _. ‘Prerres 10 10 - ~ - - o « * 
INSANITY. ; TORTIE. 374 372 2 - - 2 1 1 0.5 
ALL OTHER LOCAL . a ee 192 164 7 1 6 4 1 7.8 


ABLE C 4A.U 8 DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL cases. TERMINATED, BY DISTRICT * gee⸗ TAKEN 
fD) 


(LAND CONDERBAT ION “ss OmITT' 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1984 
COURT ACTION 

CIRCUIT Ct 1 

AND COURT OR AFTER WON REACHING 
DISTRICT TOTAL | ACTION | TOTAL | PRETRIAL! PRETRIAL | TOTAL JURY TRIAL 
TOTAL 241,783] 113,900) 127,863] 86,136 29,638| 12,080) 6525 6.555 6.0 
oc 3,498) 2,066 1,432 1 176 61 6.0 

1sT 1 471 1 1 : 
. at Oa 4 
we 4,278 2,113 2,165 1,339 647 178 Lc) 42 
NH 822 342 480 193 240 47 27 6.7 
al 1,062 364 698 322 a7 106 39 97? 
PR 3,121 173 2,948 2,591 297 60 38 1.9 

2N0 1 1 1 7 41 
WNY.N 1,379 664 625 606 237 63 30 6.0 
WY.E 6.380 2,198 3.1862 1,287 1,674 221 121 4.1 
NYS 9,281 4,694 4,387 2,162 1,864 361 206 3.9 
NYW 1,472 496 977 740 166 61 36 3.6 
vT 404 260 144 92 21 31 8 iF 

3aD 45 “sis ae, 3 
DE 
NJ 6.079 2,408 2,670 1,609 603 268 172 6.1 
PAE 6,664 2,608 4,146 2,467 1,191 466 190 7.3 
PAM 1,667 676 1,192 761 316 116 66 4.2 
PAW 3,396 2,123 1,273 871 223 179 $7 6.3 
vi 1,036 676 161 70 29 62 — 6.0 

4TH 2 city 4 1 Sh ; 4 
NC.E 2,266 1,360 936 760 72 103 60 46 
NC. 1,396 961 446 264 127 64 29 3.9 
NCW 1,649 1,016 634 301 228 106 48 6.4 
sc 3,381 677 2,604 1,401 863 240 114 & 
VAE 3,241 1,172 2,069 1,244 483 342 193 10.6 
aw 2,862 1,201 1,671 1,303 147 121 67 4.2 
WN 633 173 460 406 43 12 9 1.9 
wes 1,694 486 1,108 618 236 66 16 3.6 

6TH 1 cist 1 4 sae aes $5 
LAE A x 7 
LAM 1,204 327 877 671 90 116 90 9.6 
LAW 3,148 1,730 1,418 714 604 200 129 64 
MSN 1,188 697 491 373 48 70 42 6.9 
us 8 2,131 1,442 689 333 220 136 76 64 
TX.N 3,640 627 3,113 2,683 139 291 166 8.0 
TX.E 2,076 810 1,266 694 402 169 72 6.1 
TAS 7,124 3,961 3,173 1,901 973 299 161 4.2 
TXw 3,720 2,228 1,492 1,198 64 209 143 6.6 

6TH 28,712 13,149] 16,563 1,101 $50 651 3.8 
KY.E 1,917 599 1,318 1,104 146 68 33 3.6 
KYW 1,789 729 1,030 686 269 76 26 4.3 
WIE 7,110 2,486 4,624 2,866 1,480 2869 116 4.1 
“iw 2,043 1,108 934 704 162 78 31 3.8 
OH.N 6.162 3,386 2,766 1,733 667 166 102 2.7 
On.S 6.113 2,941 2,172 1,820 243 109 62 2.1 
TNE 2,043 636 1,208 724 301 183 as 9.0 
Tw 1,409 662 657 771 33 63 29 3.8 
NW mt 612] 654, 63 $9 


TABLE C 4A U8 DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY DISTRICT AMD ACTION TAKEN 
LAND CONDEMNATION CASES OMITTED) 


( 
CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1004 


_SOVAT ACTION 

circulT ) 1 

re) COURT BEFORE | OR AFTER ee REACHING 
DISTRICT | TOTAL | ACTION | TOTAL |PRETRIAL| PRETRIAL | TOTAL | JURY juny | TRIAL 

7TH 1 1877 AT 1988 18 4 
129 
Ik. 316 319 9e7 666 272 rT) 26 34 45 
1.8 1,327 369 96e 742 137 79 31 ae 60 
oN 1,698 646) 1,349 672 369 108 73 36 6.7 
Im. 2.606; 1609) 1,096 686 336 76 39 6 2.0 
wile 1,706 604 1,102 745 299 8 28 20 34 
wiw 1,026 274 761 424 247 80 30 60 768 

6TH 91) Age 43 5 
ARLE ; tT , ' 
ARW 1,219 420 799 687 37 106 66 60 86 
1AN 769 367 402 313 41 48 26 20 62 
IAS 1,108 350 768 486 227 76 47 28 es 
- 3.006} 1.710) 1.296 673 642 61 39 42 2.7 
MO.E 3.201) 2,408 793 467 41 286 137 148 8.9 
MO." 2.748) 1,473] 1.278 977 161 117 46 12 4.3 
Ne 1,643 991 662 434 101 117 an rT) 7.1 
NO 397 236 162 106 31 26 "1 4 ¢3 
80 696 346 252 161 66 36 16 20 6.9 

9TH 1 1 1 1 
AK 45— — 
az 3.228} 1,783) 1,446 1,326 72 48 26 22 1.6 
CAN 6606) 6.441 1,165 940 60 146 93 62 2.2 
CAE 2.129] 1,183 946 860 he 32 24 a 1.6 
CAC 6.028, 3.972] 4,086 3,273 494 289 192 9 3.6 
CAS 2,708} 2,091 617 $21 46 60 27 23 1.8 
41 1,347] 1,101 246 202 19 28 18 7 1.9 
10 789 426 364 248 97 22 10 12 2.8 
wT 666 371 616 161 269 76 46 20 ae 
nv 1,383 666 767 661 46 29 7 3.4 
on 2.463) 1.738 746 619 104 122 60 62 48 
WAE 969 388 $81 444 89 48 36 13 6.0 
wawW 2668) 1647) 1.041 647 79 116 79 6 4.3 
GUAM 76 68 16 8 10 - - - - 
se 14 30 44 "1 30 3 ’ 2 4.1 

10TH 1 279 oT — 
KS 2.301 1,093; 1,208 892 476 140 62 7 6.1 
_ 1,666) 1,068 798 481 240 107 4 61 6.7 
OK.N 1,140 292 648 640 213 96 44 61 83 
OK.E 808 344 464 342 97 25 12 13 3.1 
OK.w 2.935; 1087] 1.648 967 730 161 73 78 6.1 
uT 1474 917 667 368 131 68 29 29 4.6 
wy 46) 220 261 68 126 48 27 21 10.0 

11TH 1 1 1 $98 $20) ty 
ALN ; ; — : ** 
ALM 1,618 387) 1.431 1,169 128 144 116 29 7.9 
ALS 1,606 773 733 373 178 162 132 60 12.1 
FLW 1,003 aie 686 621 2? 37 27 10 3.7 
Fle 4,344) 1,773) 2,671 2,092 273 206 128 78 47 
FLS 4,201} 2,004) 2,197 1,973 91 133 96 38 3.2 
GAN 3.693; 2.249) 1.444 1.181 47 246 114 132 6.7 
GAM 1,190 765 426 301 rT) rT) 36 20 46 

__ GAS 1,844 721 823 667 14 114 62 1.4 
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TABLE C-6 U.S DISTRICT COURTS 
TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY DISTRICT AND METHOD OF DISPOSITION 
(EXCLUDES: LAND CONDEMNATION, PRISONER PETITIONS. AND DEPORTATION REVIEWS 
INTERVALS SHOWN ARE FOR THE MEDIAN TIME AND FOR THE RANGE OF THE MIDDLE 60 PERCENT OF THE CASES | 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1964 


T ACTION. __SOUAT ACTION — 
DURING OR AFTER 
BEFORE PRETRIAL | PRETRIAL 
Sn 


TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS 
. . , ’ IN . 


—— — 


CIACUIT NULB ER NUMBER 
AND OF oF OF 
OISTRICT CASES THAN) CASES DIAN) THAN 


— — 


TOTAL 211,548 108.411 
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TABLE C-6. US DISTRICT COURTS 
TIME INTERVALS oy + FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, GY DISTRICT AND METHOD OF DISPOSITION 
XCLUDES: LAND CONDEMNATION, PRISONER PET. TIONS, AND DEPORTATION REVIEWS 
INTERVALS SHOUN ARE POR THE BEDIAN TIME AMD POR THE RANGE OF THE MIODLE 60 PERCENT OF THE CASES ) 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1984 


TOTAL CASES _NO COURT ACTION * COURT ACTION 
DURING OR AFTER 
BEFORE PRETRIAL TRIAL TRIAL 
TIME INTEAWALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS 
_IN ° * ⸗ it] ⸗ IN id IN ad 
\ CIRCUIT URIBE 
»ND OF 
DISTRICT CASES 
4TH 18,046 1 6 20 8.648 1 4 12 6.725 2 6 20 5 12 35 1,092 5 13 37 
MD 3,646 1 5 22 1,539 1 3 13 1,481 1 5 434 7 16 44 192 4 21 ay 
NC.E 1,716 1 4 14 1,325 1 3 9 267 3 8 68 6 14 26 65 9 16 24 
NC.M 1,230 1 5 23 960 1 4 10 106 3 9 a 197 7 24 48 47 16 34 55 
N NCW 1,468 1 4 15 981 1 3 6 174 3 8 2 5 10 20 98 8 16 64 
Go sc 3,234 2 8 20 863 1 4 13 1,272 2 7 17 ii 5 1 26 238 5 12 27 
“I VAE 2,271 2 5 13 1,089 1 4 10 420 2 5 13 461 a 7 16 301 5 7 16 
VAv 2,458 1 5 17 1,254 1 5 16 967 2 4 10 140 4 11 42 97 5 16 37 
WV.N 516 2 A 4) 169 1 5 31 293 2 8 34 43 12 38 65 11 12 27 62 
ws 1,508 2 1 36 478 1 5 20 745 2 12 33 232 11 22 47 63 10 19 49 
5TH 26,866 2 8 2? 12,891 2 5 17 7,686 = 2 8 rz] 4778 7 i/ 34 18611 10 22 4) 
LAE 6,149 2 10 28 1,131 1 4 15 2,084 2 6 21 2,448 7 14 31 486 9 18 40 
LAM 738 2 5 28 315 1 6 26 309 2 3 16 57 10 23 39 67 11 23 38 
LAW 2,822 2 7 26 1,702 1 4 17 434 3 8 20 491 9 19 34 196 1 22 37 
MS.N 1,023 2 6 22 680 2 6 14 235 2 9 26 48 9 #619 29 "1 22 31 
MSS 2,003 2 8 28 1,426 2 5 20 242 3 12 29 208 12 23 43 127 8 22 47 
TX.N 2,970 2 10 30 500 1 5 27 2,068 2 10 26 127 "1 22 45 275 "1 22 46 
TXE 1,636 2 13 30 768 2 7 25 §21 2 11 21 395 12 18 33 162 1 21 38 
TS 6,273 2 8 24 3,895 2 7 16 1,178 2 7 21 926 7 18 38 274 12 26 46 
TX 3,082 2 6 18 2,174 2 5 11 615 2 9 23 78 7 18 40 185 6 16 40 
6TH 26,040 1 7 26 13,001 1 a 15 8.528 3 9 26 3,464 6 1 3 1,047 6 20 46 
KY.E 1,716 3 12 81 694 1 6 34 922 4 16 89 141 7 18 51 59 “ 19 54 
KYW 1,637 2 7 26 717 1 3 «(18 504 2 8 23 253 8 20 £443 63 10 23 43 
MIE 6,530 2 8 21 2.467 1 . 2,316 3 7 13 1,466 7 #14 30 281 10 20 40 
— 1,779 2 8 24 1,085 1 5 14 472 a 1 26 148 14 21 42 74 17 25 50 
5,923 1 8 28 3,374 1 3. 14 1,529 4 12 26 867 6 21 60 163 6 24 61 
OHn.S 4,625 1 6 25 2,908 1 3 16 1,381 2 1 26 232 8 18 47 104 13 28 87 
TNE 1,661 1 4 13 820 1 2 7 566 2 6 13 301 4 7 7 174 3 8 19 
TNM 1,201 1 5 17 $31 1 2 a 586 2 7 19 33 2 14 43 61 4 16 30 
TW 4a 2.13 36 1 10 32 5 3 12 ~=6©33 7 4 78 13. 282 


Time INTERVALS FILIMe TO OF 


' 


INTERVALS GHOWN ARE FOR 
oval 


cinoull 
AN 
orernicy 


1 
a 


| 


= sOweWw~ewow— 


— 
@enwncee~4ne-o — vreoer~s 


-—— Owe WR —— 


— lhl 
'(eecqo~ocoes2eeneo~ 
— 


— — ——— 


EIE — 
—-Ceve-eee0e0~42ue 


je | en e-weueeuwenen—w~ ~~ Ne — Nee — be — ——— 


ee eee — 


< 


TABLE C-6 U 8 DISTRICT CounTS 
Tilt INTERVALS FROM PILING TO DISPOSITION OF CIVIL CASES Witte ee BY DISTRICT AMD METHOD OF DI 8PORIT ION 
(EXCL ONS AND DEPORTATION REVIEWS 
INTERVALS SHOWN ARE FOR THE MEDIAN TIME AND FOR THE RANGE OF THE MIDOLE 80 PERCENT OF THE CASES ) 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1004 


: 
| 
; 
: 
i 


a - ee ——— 
— — æuen 
OUAING OR AFTER 

ee ee — 
TIME INTERVALS Tim INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS 

circuit 

AND 

OISTRICT 
bo 10TH 12.207) 0) 6 —_— : on) oe | 
8 co 2,439 1 7? 26 628 1 2 4) 1,328 2 6 13 19 n 
«s 1,064 2 "1 40 1,062 2 6 633 322 3 4 16 27 20647 
ww 1,726 1 6 16 1,066 1 4 10 3166 2 6 6 ta 1) 
OKN 1,047 2 ? 21 268 1 6 18 46) 2 5 7 14 90 
OKe 621 1 4 13 326 1 2 8 174 1 5 6 6 8623 
oKw 2,670 1 6 13 1,066 1 3 a 726 ! 3 6 , 19 
ut 1,304 2 ? 24 903 2 6 #W 206 4 1 12 26 00 
wy 4a) 1 ? 14 206 1 3 4 70 2 6 ? 1) 410 
11TH 2 7? 9,97 2 ? 1 1 ? “4 1.190 = ? a | 
ALN 3,606 2 6 7 1,408 1 6 11 1626 2 6 2 464 ? 14 26 207 ? 4 26 
ALM 1,108 1 “ 16 376 1 2 J 639 1 6 #14 118 6 > 2 6 ? Pe 1) 
ALS 1,207 1 6 19 742 1 4 2 201 2 6 61 71 7 tr | | 93 5 2 #623 
FLN 634 2 7 23 336 2 6 14 237 2 9 2 26 cy 14 68 36 10 6 6 
FL 3,013 2 7 27 1,666 1 6 6 920 2 7 2 243 4 1s) 9 196 1 230C«a 
FLS 3,602 2 ? 29 1,036 1 > 2 1,448 2 6 #28 67 4 2% 6 132 ? 13 9 
GAN 3,206 2 4 24 2,116 2 6 22 808 2 1 21 42 ® 21 & 240 ? 6 866 
GAM 1,069 1 7 23 719 1 6 «618 216 3 >’ 23 69 9 6 33 56 7 6 4 
_GAS 1171 2 4 6 261 3 s 20 1 = =) | 


* TIME INTERVAL COMPUTED ONLY WHERE THERE ARE 10 OR MORE CASES 
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Tota. cases 


valreo ara 


MARINE PERBONAL INJURY 
MOTOR VEHICLE PERBONAL INJURY 
OTHER PE TwouRy 


OTwER 5 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES 
anti true’ 


CIVIL RIGHTS 
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FEDERAL QUESTION 
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FAIR LABOR BT at 
58 WELATIONS act 
i] LITi@aTion 
corval 
55 
COMBTITUTIONAL ITY OF STATE STATUTES 


ALL OTHER FEDERAL QUESTION 
Olvensity 4 citi ” 
CONTRACT ACTI 
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* TIME INTERVAL COMPUTED ONLY WHERE THERE ARE 10 OF MORE CASES 


TWELVE MONTH Pen 
Vie IWVERVALe 
10 10 
te cont 
or Lees | @- 
WATURE OF SUIT CABS =| THAN |OIAN| THAN 
Rm nee — 
TOTAL CASES — a) 
UNITED STATES CASES h.eo4 i | 
LAND CONDEMNATION 1271 * os» 7 
ACTIONS UMDER STATUTES 
i) DEPORTATION 166 ' 2 
wo PRIGONER PETITIONS 
w MOTIONS TO VACATE Sentence 1,970 ' 4 sw 
WABE ‘vee J > i 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER ae ' ’ 
CIVIL RIGHTS 764 ' 6 2 
FEDERAL QUESTION 
LAND T10N 4 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES 
PRIGONER PETITIONS 
6164 ’ 6 a 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER 201 ' 2 
CIVIL RIGHTS 17,437 ' + 2 
OLVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP 
LAND CONDEMNATION : 
LOCAL JURIBOICTI — . ° . . - 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
PAROLE SS10N REVIEW - - . . - - . 
2" ' 1 2 2 ' 1 2 


* TIME INTERVAL COMPUTED ONLY WHERE THERE ARE 10 OR MORE CASES 


TABLE C GA U.S DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES PENDING, BY DISTRICT AND LENGTH OF TIME PENDING 
(LAND CONDEMNATION CASES ARE OMITTED) 
JUNE 30, 1084 
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TABLE C GA U & DISTRICT COURTS 
Civin ⸗ PENDING, BY DISTRICT AND LENGTH OF ‘ee PENDING 
LAND os" TION a OMITTED 


8 OF JUNE 30 
CIRCUIT TOTAL 
L688 THAN 

OIsTRICT 1 YEAR PERCENT’ 
7TH beets BOO | 12,864 3,643 1,702 1,279 66 
ILN 6,960 6.016 1,498 760 666 7.4 
IL.c 1,467 O11 334 164 66 6.8 
1.8 1,166 660 169 96 40 34 
INN 2.423 1,422 648 261 202 63 
InN,S 3,04) 2,019 604 248 170 6 6 
Wie 1,036 1,268 410 167 109 6 6 
wiw 47)? 397 60 16 4 4 
TH | 18,228 | 10,733 3,109 1,037 346 23 
ARE 2.132 1613 469 93 67 7 
ARWw 923 712 167 29 16 16 
IAN 643 466 117 64 6 4 
IAS 1,380 633 364 166 27 2.0 
MN 2,743 1,032 600 236 76 28 
M0,€ 2.677 1,991 404 133 49 19 
MO.W 2,466 1690 6386 194 66 27 
NE 1,308 936 266 62 26 18 
ND 476 297 119 46 16 32 
$0 665 364 146 36 10 18 
9TH | 99,083 | 21,886 6.494 2,662 a7) 6.6 
AK 1,033 619 261 162 91 68 
AY 2.233 1672 366 169 137 61 
CAN 6,185 4.780 664 202 229 3.7 
CAE 2.839 1,661 693 304 191 67 
CAC 7,104 6.132 1,266 424 292 41 
CAS 2.287 1,601 433 169 04 4.1 
HI 1,660 666 369 146 160 11.6 
1d 909 660 219 63 67 6.3 
wT 1,148 691 301 110 46 40 
NV 1,680 860 610 267 243 12.9 
OA 1,863 1.368 314 144 3? 2.0 
WA.E 994 663 263 116 62 6.2 
wWAW 2,667 1638 671 168 290 10.9 
GUAM 338 61 38 20 219 64 6 
NM | 63 26 27 8 486 
10TH 11,679 7863 2,448 832 536 46 
co 2,289 1,606 464 198 121 5 3 
Ks 2.481 1,376 602 273 230 93 
Aw 1.477 1.074 278 66 39 26 
OK,N 988 685 216 28 60 6.1 
OK,E 400 329 60 12 q 2.3 
OK.W 2,192 1.717 403 68 14 6 
uT 1,469 666 389 164 60 41 
wy 383 310 47 23 3 8 
11TH 21,095/ — 13,664 4644 _—1639 948 4.56 
ALN 2.619 2,066 344 63 26 1.0 
ALM 997 774 144 63 26 2.6 
ALS 1,217 674 233 B4 26 2.1 
FLN 1,134 771 221 62 60 5.3 
FLM 4,604 2.746 1,172 666 221 47 
FLSs 4,605 2,677 1,123 4768 327 7.1 
3,366 2,196 618 227 126 3.7 
GAM 1,369 622 328 160 49 36 
GAS. 1,.204/ 740 26) 116 87 72 


* PERCENT NOT COMPUTED WHEN THERE ARE LESS THAN 10 CASES 
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TABLE C 68 U.S DISTRICT COURTS 
LAND CONDEMNATION CASES PENDING 
ev One Tana 


CIRCUIT TOTAL 
AD L@86 THAN 1702 203 
OISTAICT 1 VEAR TEARS Vv RAD FA PRACENT’ 
TOTAL 437 676 472 1,467 49.5 
oc 2 4 
1671 26 8 49 46.4 
ME 1 — 1 - - — 
MA 98 19 26 7? 47 48.0 
NH 7 6 - 2 - 
al 1 1 - - - - 
PR 1 - - 1 - - 
2N0 7 8 3 3 3 17.6. 
cT 7 2 1 3 1 — 
NY.N 2 1 - — 1 - 
NY.E 2 - 2 - - - 
wY.s s 3 - — 1 ~ 
NY Ww - - - - - - 
vT 2 2 - - ~ - 
3A 9 6 6 1 4.8. 
OE 2 - 2 - - - 
NJ 5 2 1 2 - - 
PAE 1 1 - — — — 
vA 3 3 - — - - 
PAW 4 3 - 1 - - 
vi 7 - 3 3 1 ~ 
4TH 215 66 — a eS ee * C* 
“ 16 7 } 1 1 6.3 
WC.E 4 6 ‘ - 2 14.3 
NC.M 9 3 ‘ 2 - - 
NCW 3 2 1 - - — 
sc . 7 - 3 2 2 - 
VAE. 27 16 s - 3 11.1 
vAW 1 1 - - - - 
WV.N 210 31 62 46 72 34.3 
ws 28 - - - 28 100.0 
6TH 217 60 33 63 71 32.7 
LAE 2 2 - ~ ~ - 
LAM 14 12 - 2 - - 
LAW 6 1 1 2 - 
MS.N 31 10 7 a 6 19.4 
Ms.5 8 2 - 4 2 ~ 
TX.N 1 1 7 2 1 9.1 
THE. 118 21 14 28 66 46.6 
TX.S 12 1 4 3 4 33.3 
Tx 16 4 - 6 1 6.7 
6TH 174 26 34 17 97 66.7 
KY.E 96 16 “ — 62 64.6 
KYW 21 2 4 7 a 38.1 
MILE 1 1 - - 
wiWw 26 3 - - 23 66.6 
OH.N a 1 7 — 1 - 
On.S . 6 - 4 - 1 - 
TNE 6 3 2 — - - 
ON a - 6 1 1 - 
TNW 1 2 al - - = 
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* PERCENT NOT COMPUTED WHEN THERE ARE LESS THAN 10 CASES 


TABLE C7. U.S DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL AMD CRIMINAL TRIALS COMPLETED. BY DISTRICT 
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NOTE INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPEALLATE JUDGES ONLY. ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED BY MAGISTRATES ARE EXCLUDED 
INCLUDES HEARINGS ON TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, HEARINGS ON CONTESTED MOTIONS AND OTHER CONTEST - 
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TABLE C7. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL AND CRIMINAL TRIALS COMPLETED, BY DISTRICT 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1984 
(OTWER CIVIL INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES) 
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TABLE C7. U.S. OISTAICY COURTS 
CIVIL AMD CRIMINAL TRIALS COMPLETED, BY DISTRICT 
ING THE TWELVE MONTH ENDE. 


CAR L PERIOD JUNE 20, 1964 
(OTWER CIVIL INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLANEQUE CASES) 


CIACUIT CIVit 
AND 


DISTRICT non- 
JURY 


— — 
10TH 


6 
6 
1 
1 


tt mt £t ti 
imrrrrre fe 


 'rpep@iettinet 


tim tittwt 


NOTE INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AND APPEALLATE JUDGES ONLY. ALL TRIALS CONDUCTED BY MAGISTRATES ARE EXCLUDED. 
INCLUDES HEARINGS ON TEMPOMARY RESTRAINING ORDERS AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, HEARINGS ON CONTESTED MOTIONS AND OTHER CONTEST- 
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Table C-0 
U.S. District Courts 
Civil and Criminal Trials Terminated, Requiring 20 or More Days 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1964 


or a 
Nature "ype 
of Trial 
District Style of Case/Defendant Proceeding Days | Trial 
Civil Cases 
OH,N.... Dravo Corp v Ofio Power Con... eee e cece ennns Contract voce ese eeeenees +» 106 Jury 
NV cucu Marshall etal v Sohmoutey cel... eee LARP cccccccrcvecececens 101 Jury 
MO,W ... Sehool Dist Kansas v St Missouri . WTTTTTITT TT Civil RAQN ccc e eee 8 =6Non-Jury 
CAN Brock elsby v & Co etal oc ccc eee ene Airplane Prod Liab... .. +... . OO dary 
TN,W.... Sterling etal v Saas Gan Sup TrETTTiTy » Pers Injury-Prod Liab ........ Non-Jury 
nY,8 eer Baden v Kooh . ee eee eee Civil Rights eevee eeeeeeeeneee 67 Non-Jury 
MO,E.... Diversified Indus v American Telephon Antitrust... cece ees TTTTT 83) Jury 
PL.M.... Titan 8 B Constr v City of Tampa .. 6. cc cece ees Contract «6.665. TETTtiiy » Oo dary 
MA *enree Computer v Southern fie Co etal. eseeepeeeeeee Antitrust seeee *eeeeeeeeeee 50 Jury 
i coeee phan bf. SOS oeeeeeeeeeeeeeee Pers Injury-Prod Liab eeeeeee ‘ 50 Jury 
ID ....++.» UBAy City of Twin Palle otal... 6. cerns Environmental Matters....... 4“ Jury 
IL,W . Ware v Park Dist... 6c ccc eee eee enees Civil enteee “| Jury 
INS... Moser etal v Jeffboat Ine... . 6... 00sec eee ees Civil Rightaobds .. 6. cece 47 Non-Jury 
WA,W ... Anderson v danovieh eta) . 6.6 ccc eee ee ennns Civil RIQhte 6 ccc eens . & dary 
MN... Guenthr v RoDING Co......... eens Pers Injury-Prod Liab ........ 42 (Jury 
MO,W ... In Ret Comsna Airoraft Distr... 666 cece eens Antitrust occ cece renee 40 Non-Jury 
CA,C.... Lasiie Pool vy HABA Chem... ccc ccc eens AMtitrust occ eee eee nes 3° Jury 
NY,S . Quad Cin ¥ 20th Cont Pox Pilm............ Antirut Jury 
MN ..... Hahn v A.H. BD cccccccccccccccccccceces Pers Injury-Prod Liab ........ ” (Jury 
FLS . Natl Bancard Corp v VIBA Inc — — ee ee eee Non-Jury 
Pe Powers v UBA occ ccc eee e eee eee nnenns Personal Injury. ....... seeee % Non-dury 
PAW .. + SEC Ine Co v Boumer Pran Coal ine TUTTITILTT TT INBUPANC® . eee coves Dury 
PA,W.... Erskine Contracting v Western Penn ..........5. Contract . 6c ccc ——— — % Jury 
MN ..... Midwest Comm v Minn Twins Ine etal .......655. Antitrust — ——— — - © dary 
MLE » Blanohfield Moore.. eens Marine Pers Injury .......... 4% Non-Jury 
= ocece —— 2 Allv Lane ay i TETTTTTTTTTTii ‘oun — _ TrTTTTTy , * Non Vury 
er v Cudahy Packing teeeeeeeeecececeese Personal Prop Damage ....... Non-Jury 
WA,W Re: Santa Cruz Airport, Bombay ... 6... 66655. Airplane Pers Injury .......++. 32 Non-Jury 
WA,W ... Abbey v Natl Hockey League.... c eens Antitrust... cece eens eve Jury 
CA,C.... Condon v City of Simi Valley... . 6.6.6 cece cues Civil Rights... ccc eee eee eee vn odury 
— Pers Injury-Prod Lieb ........ 31 Jury 
CA.N.... Wright etal v Enomoto etal.. Prisoner Mandamus.......++> 30 Non- ‘ew 
TRS .... Parrarvy Cain etal occ ccc ccc cece wee ween Civil Rights... cece eee eees - % Jury 
OHS . Reeder etal v City of Columbus... . 6.66 6c cece Civil Rights-Jobs .. 6. cece 28 Jury 
MD ..... Dennis v Gen Bl@e Co... eee eee eens Personal Injury... 6... s sees 27 «(Jury 
MI,E Mastercraft vy Mitsubishi... 6... 666 e eee Damage-Prod Liab ...... 27 «(Jury 
MN ..... Mansfield v Robins Co Ine... eee Pers Injury-Prod Liab ........ 27 «(Jury 
CA,C.... Four Ine L. v —— — Pers Prop Pomage...... ” Non-Jury 
MA ..... CVD Ine v Rayth@on Co ........... eee Antitrust 6... ccc eee renee 26 (Jury 
PA,E | ye > | ee v Hetsiey GU cccccccccccecs Commerce oe cele e eevee Non-Jury 
KYW... ston Purina Co etal .. 6.666 c cues Prop Damage-Prod Liab R 26 (Jury 
MLE .... abou el TYTTITTLITITIELEL ETE ETT Personal Injury... .. 6.65060 26 (Jury 
. Eilers v Kingston ———— 26 Jury 
WA,W ... Sewat v Alean Aluminum Corp ..... 6666 c ee eees Contract 6. ccc eeeees 26 Jury 
MA ..... Berman etal v Anaconda Co..... eee eens Contract on. cc eee e eee eeees 28 «Jury 
NY.S.... Rossini etal v Ogilvy Ine etal... .. 0.0000 e cues Civil Rights-Jobs 66... ..645 “S$ Non-Jury 
ls coves Skevofilax v Quigley etal ......6 6. cee ee eeees Civil Rights TYTTITITTLIIT TE 28 Jury 
MN ..... Cashman v Prairie AG Prod... 6... 66 cece cece Contract occ eee cece eeeens 25 «(Jury 
MN ..... Nagy v Jostens Inc etal... 6. cece eens Civil Rights-Jobe TETTTETiry 25 Non-Jury 
CA,C.... Gerst v Investors Financial Service ............. Sec,Comm,Exchge .......++5. 28 Non-Jury 
PA.M.... Brodart Ine v Martin Marietta Corp ............. Contract oc cece eeeesevees 24 ~Non~Jury 
CA,C.... PhometehVAT&T Antitrust... 66 c — 24 Non-Jury 
FL,S .... Feldman v Jackson Memorial.............:..ꝑ.. Antitrust... eee eee eees 24 «(Jury 
MA..... Minn Mining v Van Ler USA Inc .... 6.666 eee Patent... cece eee seeenens 23° Non-Jury 
IL,N + Ware v PrAnem . 6c eee eee eee eees Prisoner Civil Rights ........ 23 Non-Jury 
CA,E.... Nasco Leasing Co v Maaysia Air Char ........... COMEPEE occ cccscccccecers 3. Non-Jury 
VV äö — Prisoner Civil Rights ........ 23 Non-Jury 
— Pers Injury-Prod Liab ........ 22 Non-Jury 
CAS .... Davidowitz etal v San Diego Dental............. STE 60480660000 00008 22 Non-Jury 
CAs . Stienberg v Chem-Tronies ine................. Mtr Veh Pers Injury ......... 22 «(Jury 
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Table C-@ 
U.S, District Courts 
Civil and Criminal Trials Terminated, Requiring 20 or More Days 
During the Twelve * ae | Ended June 30, 1064 
eontiny 


a 
District Style of Case/Defendant Proceeding 
Civil Cases (continued) 


Friends Por All v Loekheed Air 
-» Smithy Kenai Corp . 
» +» Simmons v Republic Steel Corp 
.»» Bally Manuf Corp v Gottlieb Co 
» in Re: UNR Industries Ine etal 


a Farley Transport Co v Sante Fe 
Wheeler Mach Co v Mt States Mineral 
. GA State Conf etal v State of GA etal 


.«« Balistrieri, —⏑—— eee Ext, Racktg, Threats 
. Tamiami R Ext,Recktg, Three 


| Trial 
Jury 
Jury 
Non-Jury 
Non-Jury 
Non-Jury 
— — 
Non-Jury 
—28 
Non-Jury — 
8 
Jury 
Jury 
= 
* 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
* 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
ia 
Jury 
8 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 
Jury 


Table C-# 
US, Distriet Courts 
Civil and Criminal Trials Terminated, Requiring 20 or More Days 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1064 


(continued) 
N of 
ature 
of Trial Ha 
Distriet Style of Case/Defendant Proceeding Daye | Trial 
Criminal Cases (continued) 
WYN... Planet, Doee eens Obscene Mall nice eens eee 6 «Jury 
Nd... . Smith, Lawrence A eeereereeeeeeee eee eee eee eee Praud-Postal ...... eeeereeee 26 Non-Jury 
OHS .... Hook, N  PPYTTTILILILITILELT rere Praud-income Tak cc ccc eens 2% «Jury 
CAS.... Menmond, — Praud-Gee & Exchange ....... 7 8 6dury 
GH ces . Cureto, ee eee an = ‘* — 25 Jury 
NY,B.... Mastropieri, Bugene . 666i ccc eee eeeeee PraudePostal ... coveeeevere 2 (Jury 
NJ *eeeee Adams, Aliele eeeeeeeeeeeeee ee eee eee eee eee N lon. — — eeeeeeeeeee 25 Jury 
Wie. Balistrion!, Prank Gambling & Lottery 6... 28 (Jury 
PLS .... Somyer, BOVE Coc — ————— EU — 5) (Jury 
NJ. — nto, Daniel P. Jr. eevee eeee eee ee eeeee Counterfeiting ..... seeeeee ‘ 4 Jury 
LN. fooeo, Albert Caesar... Gambling & Lottery 66... e es 4 «(Jury 
8D *eeeee Sablosky, Ronald A eeeeeeeeeeee — eee eee eee Praud- seeeeeeeeeeeee 2 Jury 
CA,.C.... Gwaltney, George Michael . 66. eens Civil tee » % dary 
WA.W ... Buckley, Jeremiah Pow cen Intimidatn of Witness ........ 4 «(Jury 
MA onus. epreos, Constantine To... ccc eee eens Praud-Postal . 6. cc cece eens 23 (Jury 
MA ... eprecs, Constantine Teo. c ccc ewww nnn Praud-Postal . 6 ccc cece 23 Jury 
NY,E Me p EMD coccccccccceeseesceveens Ext,Recktg, Threats ......55. 23) Jury 
NY,E Olmedo, |“ WYFTTTTTITITILITILIT ETT Ext,Recktg, Threats ... 6.655. 23) Jury 
NY,W Todaro, Jopepn A dr occ eee ene Fr BD cccccccves 23 (Jury 
KY,E Gray, Praud-Postal 66.6 cece 23) Jury 
MIL,W Reed, George DBevey Larceny & Theft... 6. cc ecu 23 dury 
MO,W Deluna, COPL A ccc ee eee e eee — Larceny & Theft... 66sec cues 23 Jury 
FL,M Conover, William Mio. c cc cece eee neues Bank TrTTTTiTy 23) (Jury 
MA ..... Zullo, »— Veruenee 22 (dury 
NY,E Boutelle, Aregeryy nee Ext,Recktg, Threats ......... U dury 
CA,N Shing, SO Kn Praud-Income Tax «6.66665 65 220s dury 
FL,M Taylor, Wyly® occ cee eee eee ween eens Ext,Recktg, Threats ......... 22 (dury 
NYS Alfie, Tangee@ oo eens Nereotles........ eee eee 21 Jury 
PA,W Schwartz, eftrey cee ewww enee N@PCOtles. 6. cee ene 21 (Jury 
TxX8 Kucel, Richard Joseph oo eee nnne Praud-Income Tax . 6.6.6 s ue U dury 
KY,E Cameron, Dr Donald C Nereotles...... ewes 21 «Jury 
OH,N Short, AMriaN DI. eee eee ewww Embezzlement oo... 66 cs eens 2) Jury 
CA,N Washington, Ralph luex eens Ext,Racktg,Threats ......... 21 Jury 
CAN Marihuana . 6.6666 cece eens 21 Jury 
CA,C —  SAPPSSTTTITITIPEPET TTT Tri Narcoties. 6. eens 21 Jury 
CA.C.... Loomis, Rosemary . 6... ccc ccc een nee Nereotles........... 21 «Jury 
MD ..... Tindle, WAGE I 6. cece eee eee ee — — — Nereotles.......... eee 20 «(Jury 
MI,E » Gatie, Richard D ow. eee ween ewnne Nercoties. 6. cee eens 20) «(Jury 
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WOTE INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY py AND APPEALLATE JUDGES ONLY 
TALS CONDUCTED BY MAGI ie f XCLUDED 
EXCLUDES THE FOLLOWING TRIALS LAND —— TOM. FORFEITURES AND PENALTY CASES, PRISONER PETITIONS 
CORPUS, MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE UNDER 26.0 & C 2265. HEARINGS ON EVIDENTIARY MATTERS). 
CY PETITIONS, AND THREE JUDGE COURT CASES 


* TIME INTERVALS COMPUTED OWLY WHERE THERE ARE 10 OR MORE TRIALS 
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TABLE 0-1 CASES U6. DISTRICT Counts 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED AMD TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1904 
— COMBAB CED 
CIRCUIT TOTAL 
AND 1906 - a1 e068 - ne- | TRANS- 

oreraicy | Tora. | FeLowy | MEANOR | OTHER’ | MERCED TOTAL recowy | MEANOR | OTWER’ | OPENSe | FERS 
TOTAL 10,587 16,841 2,640 206 26.045 26,604 22,867 11,979 924 
oc |) nl) 4 621) sa WW) 10. 

187 4 —— “ 219 19 WwW a 
me 07 87 ? 3 108 100 86 " 3 ' ? 
MA 24) 218 21 2 388 374 316 36 23 6 o 
NH 4 13 1 - 24 22 22 - - 2 - 
Al 63 63 . . 60 66 64 4 : . ' 
PR 103 98 " . 407 402 291 20 91 ' 4 

2N0 4,783 42) 28 2,198 2,094 1650 sea 87 
cr 174 71 2 ! 224 211 166 20 6 4 4 
NY.N 107 a4 3 6 123 120 104 14 2 2 ' 
NYE 660 TT) 68 3 663 634 446 168 1 h 23 
NY.S 134 663 38 13 877 828 687 103 38 33 16 
NY.W 143 136 ? - 264 246 181 61 3 2 ? 
vt 82 16 3 4 67 66 48 4 : . ' 

3RO 2 4 — — | lS ee TO 300 48 
ot 36 36 - . 62 68 61 6 ' ' 3 
NJ 263 198 64 ' 628 611 312 106 14 ' 16 
PAE 248 229 16 3 479 462 ait 44 ? 6 " 
PAM 109 103 6 - 208 200 166 26 9 2 6 
PAW 103 99 4 - 200 186 169 14 2 6 10 
vi 234 219 uW 4 232 26. 1 


TABLE D-1 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1984 
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TABLE O-1 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1064 
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TABLE D-1 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CAIMINAL CASES COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1904 
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TABLE D-1 CASES VU & DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1904 
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TABLE D-1 CASES U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMIMAL CASES COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1904 
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TABLE D-1 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONVH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1964 
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TABLE D-1 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DUNING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1984 
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* PRIMARILY PETTY OFFENSES TRIED BY A JUDGE. 
@ INCLUDES APPEALS FROM MAGISTRATES, RE-OPENS AND REMANDS . 
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TABLE D-1 OEFENDANTS VU & DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AMD TERMINATED OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1904 


— eee 
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CIROUIT TOTAL 
AND 1808 - COM m1 808 - ae- TRANS - 

orsTaicy | YoTAL | FeLOwY | MANOR | OTHER’ | MENCED TOTAL Fecony | MEANOR | OTHER’ | OPENS | FERS 
TOTAL 26,82! 23,036 2,068 218 60,766 49.232 26,066 12,648 1 632 900. 
oc 198 as : 642 437 uw 10 

187 cy) 2 1 2 ! L479 1 UW 25 
ut 136 126 ? 3 273 262 247 1" 4 ' 10 
ma 362 336 22 4 639 616 666 37 23 3 10 
Ne 22 20 2 . 47 46 44 ' - 2 - 
al 82 62 . - 103 102 97 5 - - ' 
PR 160 146 6 . 665 660 636 22 93 ' 4 

2NO 2123 2.963 193 22 3,367. 2,239 2.106 422 7) 90 68 
cr 280 204 . ' 366 336 309 21 6 5 14 
NY.N 140 130 6 6 184 61 166 14 2 2 ' 
NYE 1,236 1,168 14 3 964 932 720 202 1 ? 26 
wY.S 1,132 1,079 20 4 1,440 1,380 1,231 1 368 41 19 
—* 218 211 ? : 368 346 278 64 3 5 J 
vt 109 101 ‘ 4 66 6b 64 10 1 - 1 

onao ——— 104 2.018) 2,749) __ 2,303 24) c| 
oe 44 a4 - - rT a4 7 ' 2 3 
NJ 380 316 64 ' 819 802 686 203 14 1 16 
PAE 401 380 18 3 966 948 890 61 ? 6 " 
PAM 161 144 ? - 293 204 238 37 ) 3 6 
PAW 171 167 ‘ J 286 278 260 16 2 ? 10 
vi iT 213 20 : 


TABLE O-' DEFENDANTS U & DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AND TERMINATED OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1004 
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TABLE 0-1 DEFENDANTS UV & OISTRICT Counts 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AMD TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ERDED JUNE 30 1064 
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TABLE O-1 DEFENDANTS VU & DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 10904 
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ABATED a 
TOTAL CIRCUIT 
Tene - misoe- ne- TRANS - mieoe - AND 

NATED TOTAL recowy | MEANOR | OTWER* FERS TOTAL FELONY OTWER® OLSTRICT 
wwf QGO) S022)  2,gge 2,179 1813 L84) 22) 4TH 
1,146 1,131 607 460 44 65 10 460 308 66 7 MD 
720 712 270 42) 2 - 6 172 168 4 wC.E 
261 271 246 24 2 4 6 49 24 6 : NC M 
427 403 330 AA 20 3 11 90 Ha 3 5 NCW 
608 490 462 20 9 4 6 301 262 36 3 sc 
2,377 2,332 466 1,722 146 14 31 460 240 206 12 VAE 
231 221 103 24 4 6 4 60 63 7 - vVAW 
164 146 147 ! - 3 3 13 1008 4 WV.N 
220 216 178 26 12 - 6 136 133 6 - ws 
ee eS Cl $16. _ ar] Bal) a1) i's 6TH 
622 406 437 46 14 ) 18 322 316 6 . LAE 
100 92 86 6 - : kX 8 7 ' . LAM 
210 201 166 10 7 3 6 107 102 4 1 LAW 
a7 86 19 ? . > ' 23 22 ' : us N 
218 206 160 16 . 2 s 196 176 16 2 “8.8 
788 760 609 60 " 3 26 361 370 " TKN 
203 168 176 3 . ? * ? 8 . . KE 
2,362 2,206 1,666 298 412 28 29 1,663 1,629 31 3 KS 
1,441 1,406 841 162 302 a 28 672 630 29 4 TX 
= 3,774 2887 92) 1.919 1,787 18) i 6TH 
208 268 248 " r 13 ? 119 18 ' . Kv. 
612 467 264 216 18 16 10 221 172 “9 - Kv 
19 780 4) 126 23 13 7 631 400 36 . Mie 
243 231 166 40 J 10 114 110 3 ' rit 
619 aoe 406 12 ' ® 12 232 222 10 - OWN 
304 370 203 13 ‘ ĩ 19 216 197 "7 2 OHS 
329 314 226 72 7 ' 14 ae 79 ? - THE 
426 408 212 192 4 4 14 180 162 26 2 THM 
214 eT 4 218 2 - Thm 


TABLE O-1 DEFENDANTS U & DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AMD TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1004 


cimoviT 
AND 
O1sTRIcT 


J 


coun B 


ẽ 


~ 
—-Q~4nne-@ees 
ee os se eee 


~N | @~w@nrnenn 
3 
— — — J 
—— —— 22 


Orirmtiawtrtitiaa& 


(en! | @e! @ve0oa<~— 
'i—eweece-—-i ws 


| @nen-@e8e0s2Ene2@— 


TABLE D-1 DEFENDANTS UV & DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1904 
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TABLE D-1 OSFENDANTS UV & DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AMD TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1904 
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TABLE D-1 DEFENDANTS U & OISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1904 


TERMINATED _ 
TOTAL CIRCUIT 
TERMI - m1e08- ne- wisoe- 
WATED | TOTAL | FELONY oTwen’ | Opanse | FERS TOTAL | FaLOwy | MEANOR | OTHER’ | OISTRICT 
4.108) _2,099) _—_1,709 $23 101 22 1,073 914 130 Ahi ....:: voTw 
406 404 310 130 24 ' 20 271 201 a7 RE co 
367 367 292 62 13 i 106 176 . 1 KS 
w 391 379 291 60 28 2 10 209 102 26 he Ni 
8* 203 196 171 26 - - 7 46 46 - 44 OK.N 
191 163 119 ae 26 6 2 41 4) - — OK,E 
813 796 327 466 ‘ " ‘ 118 a6 — ow 
242 203 167 33 3 ' 8 137 124 12 UT 
123 116 92 19 ‘ - J 66 60 4 — wy 
5.00¢| _5.7e8| _— 4,26 1,484 1 121] _ __ 4,300] _ 3.927 ae 11TH 
604 647 399 242 7 4 13 111 104 6 ew ALN 
296 261 192 149 . " 109 98 " ets cal ALM 
197 190 104 a - 5 2 87 a4 3 ee ALS 
236 219 196 20 3 14 3 138 137 1 cescoa FUN 
7 737 671 63 13 6 633 516 16 Fh Fim 
2,121 2,083 1,964 122 7 " 27 2,647 2,641 103 Bee FLS 
648 13 414 63 16 13 22 20 16 ME cvveews GAN 
827 g14 129 680 5 2 "1 6A 61 4 nasa GAM 
182. | 17 4 $2 14 : — .\ 


* PRIMARILY PETTY OFFENSES TRIED BY A JUDGE. 


@ INCLUDES APPEALS FROM MAGISTRATES, RE-OPENS AND REMANDS . 4g 


TABLE 0-2 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30. 1960 THROUGH 1984 


NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS AND )FFENSE 


TOTAL 


oo 


PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED BY 
INDICTMENT 
INFORMAT ION-- INDICTMENT WAIVED 
INFORMATION--OTHER | . 
REMANDED FROM APPELLATE COURT 
REMOVED FROM STATE COURT 
REOPENED/REINSTATED . ; 
APPEAL FROM U.S. MAGISTRATE 
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY PROCEEDINGS 
CONSENT BEFORE MAGISTRA/TE 
RETRIAL ON MISTRIAL 
RETRIAL--REMAND FROM APPEALS COURT 


GENERAL OFFENSES 
HOMICIDE TOTAL 


seoeaoeeuw-n eee 


MURDER 1ST DEGREE 
MURDER 2NO DEGREE 
MANSLAUGHTER 


ROBBERY, TOTAL 


BANK .. 

POSTAL 

OTHER 
ASSAULT 


BURGLARY--BREAKING AND ENTERING, TOTAL 


POSTA 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS | 
OTH 


TABLE 0-2 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTW PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1900 THROUGN 1904 


LARCENY, AND THEFT TOTAL 


POSTA 

INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS . 

OTHER U.S. PROPER 

TRANSPORTATION, ere. OF STOLEN PROPERTY 
OTHER..... 


EMBEZZLEMENT, TOTAL 


oe Ce~wece w 


VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS .. 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 


~~ BOSGeEnnewes la wee 


TRANSPORTATION OF FORGED SECURITIES... 
eM FORGERY 


TABLE 0-2 CASES U S&S DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30. 1960 THROUGH 1964 


NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS AND OFFENSE 


DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AND CONTROL ACT, rota? : 


NARCOTICS.......... 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES 
MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSES, TOTAL 


BRIBERY . 
I Fivi AND TRAFFIC . 


EXTOAT ION, RACKETEERING, AND THREATS 
GAMBLING AND LOTTERY . 

KIDNAPPING . 

PERJURY 

— AND FIREARMS | 

OTHER.... 


SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE 
FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL 


AGRICULTURAL ACTS 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS . 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 
pth te pel ur LAWS 
MOTOR CARRIER ACT 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS 
CIVIL RIGHTS§ 
CONTEMPT 


Se@ewnee-ew lwo e~w 


~ io in 


e 
Kol 


1 PERCENT CHANGE IS COMPUTED ON 10 OR MORE CASES. 


: THE COMPREHENSIVE DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AND CONTROL ACT OF 1970 (PUBLIC LAW 91-513) BECAME EFFECTIVE MAY 1, 1971. 
3 INCLUDES ESCAPE FROM CUSTODY, AIDING OR ABETTING AN ESCAPE, FAILURE TO APPEAR IN COURT AND BAIL JUMPING. 
4 THESE INCLUDE CASES REMOVED FROM STATE COURTS UNDER PROVISION OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT, 286U.S.C. 1443. 
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TABLE 0-2 DEFENDANTS. U.S DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE ( EXCLUDES — DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30. 1960 THROUGH 


TOTAL 


PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED BY 
INDICTMENT... 
INFORMATION-- INDICTMENT WAIVED 
INFORMATION--OTHER . 
REMANDED FROM APPELLATE COURT 
REMOVED FROM STATE COURT 
REOPENED/REINSTATED _. 
APPEAL FROM U.S. MAGISTRATE . 
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY PROCEEDINGS 
CONSENT BEFORE MAGISTRATE _ . 
RETRIAL ON MISTRIAL .. 
RETRIAL--REMAND FROM APPEALS COURT 


GENERAL OFFENSES 
HOMICIDE TOTAL 
MURDER 1ST DEGREE 
MURDER 2ND DEGREE 
MANSLAUGHTER .... 


ROBBERY, TOTAL . 
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TABLE D-2 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE ( EXCLUDES — al CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30. 190° THROUGH 


5 3 


PEn- 

CENT 

CHANGE 

MATURE OF PROCEEDINGS AND OF FENSE 1980 1961 1962 1963 1984 1964 

1903 ! 
LARCENY AMD THEFT, TOTAL... «sss. wks, 3,912 3,961 4,416 43 - 2.0 
ee ae 176 179 217 231 267 15.6 
EE LF 860 660 708 743 644 -13.3 
INTERSTATE as 4 ok bef 65s b es to a oe 2 565 641 461 age 426 - 7.0 
OTHER U.S. PROPERTY... .... e624 of 1,306 1,341 1,221 1,708 1,830 7.1 
TRANSPORTATION, ETC., OF STOLEN PROPERTY... 418 541 608 670 624 -6.9 
DPEUMCUCTCCRS GG aS ca 7% si eee sy 50 ea 6¥ 6 04 506 609 696 606 637 -19.2 
EMBEZZLEMENT, TOTAL... dd en F 1,710 1,987 2,321 1,932 -16.8 
OE 992 1,091 1,134 1,241 1,041 -16.1 
«ys tbh wes +.0000a eee mee 269 284 294 36 -6.7 
TL Seb day 5 204s heh 46346404 ban eee 449 612 636 744 674 -22.9 
CEE ETT Tere 5,890 6,167 2,122 7,718 8.3 
EET Fee Peer 1,641 1,448 1,203 1,004 1,284 16.7 
LENDING. Tusi1TUTION —— — 668 567 561 610 10.7 
oe pes 1,409 1,632 1,671 1,716 2,133 24.4 
VETEAANS AND ALLOTMENTS .... dss 16 64 92.9 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE ........«.... 19 16 20 46 36 -22.2 
Gy sy se cece ese seccsones - 338 336 231 279 260 -6.8 
FALSE PERSONATION......«. «sss, F 46 48 49 46 64 17.4 
NATIONALITY LAWS... ws rt i ity 136 204 200 171 158 -7.6 
EE 3 60 78 84 97 122 28.8 
FALSE CLAIMS AND STATEMENTS Daas a4 heeeeueed 944 1,021 1,199 1,398 1,696 14.2 
SRMUNTEUEST .cTUCR Geos bos vcncencensese eee 907 1,028 1,708 1,440 -16.7 
ET TTT Cee Tee lis oe he ee , 4 623 r} 4 -11.2 
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING, TOTAL............... 2,763 2,369) 3,210 ~16.9 
TAAMOPORTAT LON OF FORGED SECURITIES........... 271 267 277 276 238 -13.8 
DTG as eats sncceceees 126 136 178 208 183 -12.0 
rs tbe eyes eheshecersevaeeeed 1,698 1,110 1,472 1,729 1,639 -11.0 
To 5. Ghee eek been eeee ees a 769 867 942 997 709 -28.9 
SEX OFFENSES, TOTAL... . — TET ere ret y Tee 176 182 1 1 1 11.2 
OOTP OTECETTC EET CUT CTT ECT eT 122 126 85 108 139 28.7 
rele. 6 ncon a 6044 440040004 694:5% 54 76 61 -19.? 


TABLE D-2 DEFENDANS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED BY MAJOR OFFENSE ( EXCLUDES — DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1980 THROUGH 


PER- 

CENT 

CHANGE 

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS AND OFFENSE 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1984 

OVER 

1983 | 
DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AND CONTROL ACT, TOTAL? 6,678 8,149 9,083 10,656 11,854 11.2 
MARIHUANA 1,622 3,031 3,724 4,151 4.654 9.7 
NARCOTICS 3,478 3,573 3,678 4.728 5.828 23.3 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES 1578 1545 1,681 1,777 1,472 -17.2 
MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSES, TOTAL 8,093 9,295 9,761 10,933 11,968 9.5 
BRIBERY 198 227 201 256 211 -17.6 
DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC 4.614 5,257 5,209 6,317 7,319 15.9 
ESCAPE 3 870 963 876 991 855 -13.7 
EXTORTION, RACKETEERING, AND THREATS 573 663 749 643 1,015 20 4 
GAMBLING ANO LOTTERY 177 111 164 119 174 46.2 
KIDNAPPING 124 94 104 106 121 14.2 
ww PERJURY . 126 102 161 144 158 9.7 
to WEAPONS AND FIREARMS 1,217 1,635 2,127 2,028 1,995 -1.6 
— OTHER... sae bal 194 243 170 129 121 -62 

SPECIAL OFFENSES 

IMMIGRATION LAWS... 2,604 2,880 2,669 2,793 3,171 13.5 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE — 49 50 33 2 28 - 
FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL... a 2,686 3,008 3,214 2,543 2,714 6.7 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS .. ve 396 670 913 417 383 -8.2 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS ..... 144 179 211 161 216 34.2 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 156 160 123 100 90 -10.0 
MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS * 166 95 104 119 81 -31.9 
MOTOR CARRIER ACT.......... 83 92 103 89 87 -2.3 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS... ssisi(‘(‘(<“ 233 186 128 112 203 81.3 
CIVIL RIGHTS§............. pry 145 116 101 185 184 -0.6 
Es citer tncesueaws — 49 79 88 53 90 69 8 
CUSTOMS LAWS... 166 178 94 100 126 26.0 
POSTAL LAWS 236 262 333 267 221 -14.0 
ST 912 1,001 1,019 950 1,03 87 


1 PERCENT CHANGE IS COMPUTED ON 10 OR MORE CASES. 

2 THE COMPREHENSIVE DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AND CONTROL ACT OF 1970 (PUBLIC LAW 91-513) BECAME EFFECTIVE MAY 1, 1971. 
3 INCLUDES ESCAPE FROM CUSTODY, AIDING OR ABETTING AN ESCAPE, FAILURE TO APPEAR IN COURT AND BAIL JUMPING. 

4 THESE INCLUDE CASES REMOVED FROM STATE COURTS UNDER PROVISION OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT, 286 U.S.C. 1443. 


thy 


TABLE D-3 CASES US DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED ( EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MUNTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1904 


Zee 


* 
—WMW AUTO ~ 
TOTAL HOMICIDE | ROBBERY assauil BURGLARY LARCENY ZL GMENT FRAUL TWEFT PEITING 
: 18 1 4 16 al 106 - ais 
275 4 Lt 19 : M M. 203 A... M 
101 - 1 1 - ” 6 16 1 10 
379 2 4 3 ° 37 23 101 2 30 
24 a - - - 1 1 ” - 2 
68 - ’ 1 - 7 ’ 22 ' 2 
403 2 6 6 2 39 6 66 ° 36 
2,141 = se 13 2 367 179. 474 4 du 
216 1 12 3 ' 7 26 4) - 4 
122 - - 3 - 5 6 31 : J 
640 - 23 6 - 161 33 141 ‘ 24 
661 - 43 2 1 129 72 191 2 62 
247 - 10 - - 66 29 61 - 14 
66 ° . . . ⸗ 2 19 ° 2 
12 5S $2. 48 148 at! $27 uu 108 
69 : 6 - * 2 3 16 2 6 
612 - 12 3 2 60 67 229 3 24 
4668 1 14 8 - 27 29 164 3 37 
202 2 J 6 - 22 14 60 2 7 
190 - 12 4 ° 14 27 42 1 19 
2 2 — 48 : 12 
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TABLE O-3 CASES U 8S DISTRICT COURTS 
TRANSFERS) CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1004 


—A Agni - ciReuIT 
@AATION | CULTURAL | POSTAL AND 

escape | Ovwen Laws acts Laws’ OTWER DISTRICT 
0 1.10} asta 289 29 __ 1,403) TOTAL 
! 4) 2 4 aan oc 
14 78 2 6 $4) 187 
21 10 ' 2 6 5 2 3 ' - 7 me 
? 87 20 33 3 ‘ 4 ’ ' 2 36 5 
3 . - 2 - - - 3 ne 
6 7 - 2 . ' 6 - - ' ' al 
16 27 3 1 . 4 5 174 ' 2 J on 
— 448 50 al 29 M 2 lt 118. 2no 
16 38 - 2 ' 9 s - ' 3 ? ct 
3 24 3 ' . 2 ’ 14 - 3 13] WN 
10 162 1 - - 1 21 10 - 22 24 NYE 
. 187 . 6 - 26 40 7 ' 42 43 NYS 
" 34 - , - - 5 4 . 4 23 we 
' r - ‘ . 2 1 10 - - 8 MT 
2 124 iT) 2 4 12 102 3AD 
' 2 . ‘ - 2 2 ' 7 ' 5 OF 
‘ 23 21 4 14 4 16 ' ' 4 ee NJ 
4 68 36 22 " 1 36 3 - i 36 PAE 
12 10 ? ? 7 7 10 1 - 3 20 PAM 
4 8 7 3 e 3 "1 - ! 3 "1 PAR 
2 13 ! 4 1 4 4 4 Md 


vee 


TABLE 0-3 CASES VU 8 Covals 
CAIMIMAL CASES COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) CURING Td TWELVE — PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1064 


roneany 
CIRCUIT ane 
AND emp ez- COUNTER - 
DISTRICT TOTAL womictoe | nopeeny | ASSAULT | BURGLARY | LARCENY | ZLEMENT FRAUD THErY) =—s RYE 

‘ 4 
4TH 14 108 J, 4 $80. = =) 24 ais 
mt) ase 2 ry " ' "7 42 9) 3 32 
NCE 649 - hb 7 " 68 20 76 3 26 
NCM 203 - "1 3 - 36 12 36 2 a4 
NCW 316 3 21 16 3 7 9 120 6 26 
sc 317 - 13 . 2 26 32 48 9 63 
VAE 2,134 * 16 26 2 278 20 rT 4 24 
vAw 136 1 € 3 1 ° 4 rT) 6 3 
WV.N 11 - - - - 7 6 19 ! 12 
ws 196 - - ' - 14 5 29 2 10 

6TH = '! 82. £4 S$ —-— = 190. =) 42 |) i 
LAE 373 - " 2 ' 36 20 80 4 30 
LAM 7 - . : : - . a4 - * 
LAW 162 2 3 4 - 13 "1 43 7 3 
us 60 - 3 - - 1 a 20 4 4 
6,8 141 ' fk 3 - 10 10 40 2 . 
TKN 612 - 4 1 2 48 20 98 5 93 
THE 146 1 3 - - 4 13 49 2 20 
TAS 1,617 1 16 iL) 2 27 46 123 10 33 
TW 1,066 ‘ 16 18 1 102 32 94 ‘ 28 
6TH 2,92 : 13 26 * 416 _226 722 61 274 
Ky. 104 - 12 . 2 10 12 26 ? 20 
Ky 396 - 13 6 1 134 10 69 » 27 
MILE 602 - 18 * 110 43 128 3 40 
wiwW 169 - 2 1 - 10 21 43 2 20 
OH.N 397 - 26 - - 66 62 81 12 46 
OH.S 30€ - 29 1 1 30 30 87 7 27 
TNE 233 - ? 2 - 14 27 4 ? 29 
Tw 304 - 6 1 - 33 19 66 ® 46 
TW - 1 4 - 19 12 169 7 i 


TABLE O-3 CASES U & DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED KE 30. 1004 


- —W ciacunurn 
GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL 

ESCAPE OTWER acts Laws’ OTWER OIsTRICT 
78 ! 16 ‘ie 16 220) 4TH 
14 6 3 - 6 ‘9 Ct) 
6 7 . 18 ~ 31 wee 
3 5 2 - . 9 WC ht 
6 1 - 4 1 1 WCW 
6 4 2 J ! 42 8c 
26 66 4 7 4 66 VAE 
3 5 4 - 1 19 vVAW 
es 4 9 - 3 wn 
© 1 "1 4 "1 wes 
al 144 101 1,027 6 5 162 6TH 
29 22 66 28 - 6 8 1 - 20 LAE 
1 6 2 1 - 2 - : 1 - LAM 
7 6 6 17 2 6 2 2 - 298 LAS 
3 - 1 4 1 1 - - - 6 MSN 
s 6 6 7 ~ - 10 1 1 3 6 M85 
13 60 3 46 2 ay 16 19 - 1 31 TAN 
9 1 5 2 - ? 3 * - - 12 THE 
238 73 21 72 31 61 27 707 2 - 22 TS 
79 46 46 36 173 34 32 276 - 3 26 Tk 
138 202 212 140 oo 16 22 27. 6TH 
10 16 5 16 - + 6 - 2 - 7 KV.e 
32 "1 4 22 10 6 12 - 10 1 22 «vw 
61 63 13 26 5 18 8 12 - 12 24 MILE 
2 12 1 21 - 2 6 3 2 3 * “iw 
4 45 40 1 6 1 - - 3 a OHLN 
16 26 3 26 16 12 16 J 1 4 4 0n,8 
2 7 1 16 1 7 5 - 6 1 4 TwE 
16 1 6 30 108 3 5 - 2 2 6; Tam 
7? 2 4 6 14 = = 1 Twa 


TABLE 0-3 CASES. U6. DISTRICT CouRTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1904 
FOROERY 
CIRCVIT A080 
orsTAicT TOTAL WOMICIOE | ROBBERY | ASSAULT @URGL ARY LARCENY | ZLEMENT FRAUD TMERT PEITING 
7TH 4 4 20 v 290 127 42) 4 22 
IL" 734 - 18 ? ? 147 64 216 2 18 
ile 208 - 12 - - 26 21 66 2 9 
1L,8 172 4 13 1 - 24 6 26 1 8 
INN 103 - 1 2 - ® 5 23 2 10 
Ins 160 1 ? * - 20 7 38 1 11 
wie 169 - "1 3 1 29 13 40 3 12 
wiw 77 1 1 3 4 1 8 24 1 4 
8TH 24 — $7 6 148 97 268 — 24. 14 
3 ARE 173 ~ "1 1 2 14 12 ar 2 6 
8 ARW 106 - 4 ‘ - 12 5 24 3 13 
IAN 66 - 3 2 - 1 1 22 1 2 
IAS 62 - 7 3 6 22 - 7 
237 3 12 . - 14 "1 46 4 7 
MO,€ 231 - 14 1 1 23 19 36 % 16 
9 627 - 13 1 - 34 29 ry 4 29 
NE He 1 1 2 - 4 6 33 2 10 
NO 123 3 1 14 1 14 6 32 3 3 
so 164 7 ~ 25 2 29 4 24 - 1 
9TH 9,301 — 581. 146 4A) $93 __ 428 958 =] 367. 
AK 160 ’ 12 2 - 20 7 20 - a 
568 28 32 29 4 33 14 83 - 16 
CAN 764 - An 9 15 106 169 116 1 63 
CAE 428 - 60 4 - 39 20 42 - 30 
CAC 1,132 1 274 "1 3 166 100 173 3 96 
CAS 1,044 - 31 35 2 29 30 93 - 28 
HI 3,029 - 5 23 ' 110 9 46 - . 
10 138 - 3 4 ° 16 6 47 - 
MT 182 ? 2 * 31 7 3 13 
NV 298 1 18 3 7 1 16 166 1 19 
On. 196 - 48 - 2 18 14 41 - 7 
WAE 281 1 4 7 1 47 1 33 - 66 
WAW . 996 2 21 J 60 21 63 1 21 
78 * 3 4 - + 13 - 2 
Nw | 1 - - 1 - - - - - - 


TABLE D-3 CASES UV & DISTRICT COURTS 
CAIMIMAL CASES COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1004 


Pr ENOSe CONT LeeVED SPECIAL OFFENSES 
lemal- AGA - CIRCUIT 
GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL 
TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTWER Laws acts Laws’ OTHER OISTRICT 
197 2 112 ira 2 18 16 iT] 77H 
14 80 16 4) r 3 49 9 1 9 7 ILM 
* 26 3 ”? 4 4 4 . . 4 10 ILC 
29 20 2 21 5 2 6 - 3 3 Ls 
6 16 1 " . 3 7 : 3 - 3 INN 
4 ? 3 , ' 6 3 2 10 . 7 INS 
3 13 1 10 . 2 " 3 ' 2 "1 wie 
? ' 4 ' 5 2 . ' . 2 wiw 
25. 170 116 362 36 "1 45 16 6 6TH 
w 2 12 3 ? . ' 2 * ” ARE 
w 2 6 . . 3 1 ‘ ? 1 . 1 ARW 
“I . 9 2 3 - ' ° 3 ' ° 4 1AN 
' 12 3 6 . - 4 5 ' . 6 IAS 
10 66 4 29 - 13 6 3 1 - 7 as 
2 40 20 38 1 5 4 - - 1 2 M0,€ 
‘ 16 7 10 367 6 7 4 . . 12 MO.W 
‘ 4 4 2 - . 5 9 ' “ 3 NE 
2 10 2 ‘ : 5 ? 2 3 . 10 NO 
2 ’ 2 ? ' 5 18 : * 13 80 
313 $32 212 3,495 176 \ 78 19 277 9TH 
"1 16 6 28 1 2 ' 9 - 2 AK 
4) 33 7 26 16 61 a4 73 7 ' 40 az 
18 12 20 64 * 21 + 3 . 26 CAN 
23 36 19 31 43 4 7 47 4 1 14 CAE 
26 87 14 33 2 28 29 48 1 ? 31 CAC 
110 119 19 22 48 18 410 . 1 64 CAS 
2 38 6 10 2,707 3 13 3 6 . 18 41 
4 5 1 6 5 - 3 16 6 1 8 10 
9 . 2 16 2 1 14 6 12 ' 12 MT 
3 14 "1 10 1 1 13 2 2 ' 8 NV 
6 23 1 * 2 4 4 6 2 - 5 OR 
2 37 1 10 2 + 6 38 ® 1 14 WAE 
37 at 2 15 631 3 12 4 18 1 34 waw 
4 ‘ 1 - 2 1 + a 1 ° 12 GuAM 
. - - - - - - - - = nia 
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TABLE O-3 CASES. VU 8 DISTRICT 
TRANOFERS) OUR 


COURTS 
1G THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1904 


FORGERY 

CciRcuIT wD 

AND emBEez— AUTO COUNT ER- 
O1sTAICT TOTAL HOMICIDE | ROBBERY | ASBAULT BURGLARY LARCENY | ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT FarTine 

10TH 22. a4 22 8 147 93 388 29. 129. 
co 346 2 14 ? - 43 18 60 2 16 
ws 286 2 "1 1 - 17 13 69 " 21 
Ne 261 16 3 » 2 "1 13 37 1 14 
OK.N 117 2 1 - 1 » 12 38 2 12 
OK.E 113 - ’ 1 ~ 14 4 36 6 13 
OKw 666 1 6 ? - 32 16 92 1 16 
UT 173 3 12 4 - 16 ? 46 J 22 
wy 4H * ’ 4 2 6 6 10 1 16 

11TH 3 417 46 1 248 138 $47 63 229 
ALN 388 J 12 k ’ 32 13 61 13 39 
ALM 277 - 7 3 J 20 4 77 3 12 
ALS 122 - 8 - 1 8 7 26 13 19 
FLN 163 1 q 2 - 6 4 28 ® 13 
FLM 466 - 27 a - 36 29 76 3 46 
FL... 1,124 1 26 10 - 39 29 162 2 64 
GAN 364 1 17 16 2 62 26 83 16 24 
GAM 773 - 6 3 2 42 g 30 6 6 
GAS . - 6 1 1 14 a 14 3 7 


bet 


TABLE D-3 CASES. U8. DISTRICT 


COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1964 


ieee - Agni CIRCUIT 
GRATION | CULTURAL | POSTAL a 
escape | OTHER Lawes Acts Laws’ OTWER DISTRICT 
rT 186 106 409 $2 1 16 29 6 a6 10TH 
8 7 "1 18 62 8 16 12 6 4 32 ..& 
¥ 32 7 28 20 18 10 13 - 1 . KS 
8 66 a 7 7 10 18 30 3 . 12 5 
3 12 12 J 3 1 - - 4 ORM 
3 4 2 8 1 - 5 ' 4 - 2 OKE 
22 22 14 16 373 "1 J 19 KW 
* 4 4 ? 1 3 7 7 » - * UT 
3 4 3 6 6 1 10 2 a 1 « wy 
479 205 2 246 928 106 1 ae 2) iT) 1 117 
27 4 8 40 aw 4 " - ' 2 13 ALN 
28 7 1 16 79 2 ) - 2 - 3 oe) 
8 % 3 1 - 3 2 1 1 1 1 ALS 
13 23 6 4 - 8 10 1 - - 16 . FUN 
43 60 43 33 2 16 18 6 . 8 18 FM 
316 236 14 "mf - 42 21 36 1 2 38 FLS 
12 33 7 J J 16 16 5 ' “ 19 GAN 
27 8 1 16 674 6 1 - 21 - 7 ke peaae 4 u 
5 ůũ a6 4 M4 : 4 Ea were GAS 


* OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING NON-MAILABLE MATERIAL AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS . 
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TABLE 0-3 DEFENDANTS U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1904 


FORGERY 
CIRCUIT AND 
AND - AUTO COUNTER- 
DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE | ROBBERY | ASSAULT GURGLARY | LARCENY | ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT PEITING 
TOTAL 207_si4,718 692 198 4,328 1,932 2,216 2,969. 
oc = 19 7 4 88 29 113 = 31 
187 4 20 19 3 149 56. _288 6 
Me. 263 - 2 1 ° "1 6 19 2 12 
MA 629 2 ‘ 3 - 66 24 133 3 38 
* NH 47 . ° = . 2 1 9 - 3 
S RI 102 . ' ' ° 7 1 46 ' 3 
PR 661 2 13 . 3 73 24 82 ° 63 
2ND 1 120 — 14 2 461 186 __ 666 6 138 
cT 341 1 20 3 1 20 30 53 : 16 
NY.N 183 . = 3 - 5 6 36 - 6 
NY.E 939 33 f « 176 38 183 ® 29 
NYS 1,421 . 56 2 1 179 80 273 2 71 
NYW 360 . "1 od - "1 29 90 . 14 
T 66 ° ps « * - 2 21 . 2 
3RD 27 17 72 65 __ 66 215 143 823 16 136 
DE . 86 . 5 - . 3 3 20 4 8 
NJ. 803 “ 19 6 2 7 63 266 5 32 
PAE . 964 1 16 5 ° 46 30 391 3 47 
PAM. 287 4 5 7 . 34 14 62 2 9 
PAW 285 ° 19 4 ~ 19 27 67 1 26 
vI _364 12 8 44 ne 36 on 27 . 14 


TABLE 0-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1964 
Immal- AGAI- CIACUIT 
GRATION CULTURAL POSTAL 
ESCAPE ef acts Laws’ OTMER OISTRICT 
_ 885 1 3,171 383 221 2,138! TOTAL 
41 4 2 32. 3 1 oc 
s v4 74 189 3 i” 8) 1ST 
6 6 2 4 1 - 9 Ab 
w 68 132 40 42 3 4 30 1 ’ 2 63 us 
be . 2 14 A - - 6 - - - 6 Nh 
- 21 - 2 - 1 4 - - 1 2 al 
113 45 7 1 - 4 28 184 1 2 "1 Lda) 
136 962 16 63 1 45 1 63 4 74 192 200 
66 67 - 26 1 4 6 - 2 3 7 cT 
4 36 5 1 - 2 17 27 - 3 34 NY.N 
16 316 1 12 - 1 64 10 - 22 36 NY.E 
37 487 12 12 - 31 83 7 2 42 74 NY.S 
21 59 - 7 ~ - 7 6 - 4 31 NY.W 
2 7 - 5 . 2 1 13 . - 10 vT 
108 332 62 37 36 170 27 9 12 186) 3RO 
1 4 10 4 - 5 6 6 - 1 7 ot 
38 96 103 4 14 6 24 1 3 4 46 NJ 
13 168 73 22 6 a 76 3 - 1 62 PAE 
42 16 13 7 7 a 14 A - 3 36 PAM 
7 28 13 16 - 4 14 - 2 3 36 PAW 
* 20 27 5 uW 10 2 13 4 : 2 vi 


ove 


TABLE 0-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CAIMIMAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1984 


FORGERY 
CIRCUIT AMD 
AND eumez- COUNTEAR- 
DISTRICT TOTAL womrcioe | ROsBERY | ASSAULT | BURGLARY | LARCENY | ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT FEITING 
4TH 5,975 26 184 14 24 646 160° 220 _ 20 218 
WVF 6 1,102 2 61 12 1 1398 46 116 4 47 
NCE. 778 - 6 s 13 70 21 100 3 42 
NCM 265 - 18 3 - 43 13 37 2 46 
NCW 416 3 29 16 3 20 10 148 6 41 
tel 496 - 16 rt 3 a1 32 74 " 7 
VAE.. 2,327 29 29 27 2 288 21 110 7 28 
VAN . 162 ’ 8 3 2 12 4 a1 9 3 
WN 192 : - : ° 18 8 38 2 16 
ws 231 . - ' . 18 5 69 28 19 
8TH 5 16 82 44 a 307 175 736 78 326 
LAE . 516 - 16 2 ' 46 22 106 6 48 
81 - - - . - 4 36 . 10 
LAW 246 2 6 4 - 16 "1 62 * 19 
MSN. 73 - 4 - - 1 4 26 ‘ 7 
MSS. 224 1 10 3 - 18 "1 43 ‘ 14 
TX.N 700 - 5 1 3 63 20 130 16 113 
TKE 209 1 rs - - 18 +3 60 2 20 
TX.S 2,317 2 18 16 3 38 58 187 26 63 
TX 1,424 10 19 18 1 142 32 117 12 44 
orn 3,988 : 143 30 1 642 _238 992 96 369. 
KYE.. 260 - 16 4 2 20 16 39 12 34 
KYW 624 - 17 5 2 142 1 97 1 qa 
MLE 912 - 21 8 2 163 48 162 4 72 
MiW 234 - 2 - 19 21 48 28 
. 602 - 38 - - 70 83 100 13 63 
OHS .. 409 - 32 1 1 37 31 65 37 
TNE 307 - 10 2 - 27 28 117 13 33 
Tue 432 - . 2 - 40 21 63 13 64 
TNW 416 = 1 6 = 24 13 201 13 14 


eve 


TABLE D-3 DEFENDANTS U.S. DISTRICT 
EXCLUDES TRANGFERS 


COURTS 
) CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1964 


Iemai- AQAl- CIRCUIT 
QRATION CULTURAL POSTAL AND 
ESCAPE OTMER Laws acts Laws* OTHER DISTRICT 
62 17 43 16 284) 4TH 
16 24 3 - 6 23 . 
5 21 ~ 18 - 47 WC.E 
3 14 2 ~ J 1 NC.M 
6 25 - 14 1 34 NCW 
6 10 a 4 1 49 sc 
26 61 * 7 ‘ 73 VAE 
4 6 4 - 1 32 VAW 
4 25 J ~ - 4 WW 
14 14 - - 4 1 . ws 
153 1 1,567 14 a 1 6TH 
J 17 20 1 - 35 LAE 
o g - - 1 1 . LAM 
2 4 4 t - 30 LAW 
2 1 ~ - . 5 . MSN 
~ 22 6 2 a a 8,8 
50 20 46 - 1 38 TN 
3 3 4 - - 12 TXE 
61 38 1,066 5 - 40 TXS 
39 44 423 3 3 40 TX 
70 171 18 45 29 160 6TH 
J 13 - 2 J 10 xvt 
12 J 31 1 24 aA | 
18 31 14 - 13 33 MLE 
2 46 3 2 4 1 MIiW 
6 14 1 - 3 1 OWN 
12 7 - 1 * 26 .On,S 
7 7 J 6 1 a .. HE 
3 6 - 3 2 20 The 
9 3 = - 1 17 Tu 


TABLE 0-3 DEFENDANTS. U8. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS (EXCLUDES TRANGFERS) CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1904 
FORGERY 
CIRCUIT AnD 

AND empez- AUTO COUNTER- 

DISTRICT TOTAL WOMICIOE | ROBBERY | ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY | ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT FEITING 
7TH 2,410 4 4 23 10 369 _136 540 7 119 
LN 1,061 ° 24 ? 6 211 60 280 3 34 
ILC . 286 ~ 18 - ° 31 21 14 4 1 
ILS... 276 6 16 ' ° 36 7 34 1 8 
INN 188 - 1 2 - 13 r 30 2 26 
INS .. 310 2 10 6 - 34 18 63 1 23 
WE 203 - 14 4 1 31 13 43 5 14 
wiw 3 1 4 1 13 re 26 1 4 
8TH 2,491 28 8 14 5 201 106 493 33 161 
bag ARE . 247 - 19 1 2 19 12 sa 2 31 
= ARM 146 - ‘ 7 - 26 5 26 : 18 
IAN 90 - 5 ? ° 2 1 43 2 2 
IAS 148 - 10 - - 6 6 39 - 13 
uN 337 3 16 6 ° 18 "1 64 7 9 
MO,E 324 ~ 18 1 1 29 26 50 k 23 
MO. 709 - 14 1 - rT) 29 103 7 41 
NE 119 1 1 3 ° 4 . 39 2 10 
NO 161 4 1 18 3 16 6 36 4 3 
$0 21 20 - 30 2 37 a 38 - 1 
9TH 11,660 55 707 169 53 844 461 1,230 13 478 
AK 173 ' 7 2 - 22 7 22 . 6 
Az 888 33 63 ai 9 44 16 94 . 18 
CAN 933 - 85 9 16 133 166 141 1 66 
CAE 606 - 78 4 - 49 22 61 ° 43 
CAC 1,607 1 318 12 7 213 110 230 5 147 
CAS 1.680 - 37 36 3 35 38 126 ° 37 
HI 3.116 - 7 24 5 116 9 65 ° 1 
1D 186 ~ 6 4 - 21 . 55 . 8 
ut 253 ? 4 10 . ai 9 49 3 16 
NV 455 1 19 3 9 26 17 189 2 36 
oR 263 ~ 63 - 4 22 14 82 1 12 
WAE 299 1 . 7 1 47 1 36 pe 55 
waAw 1,084 2 21 "1 2 67 21 81 1 23 
GUAM 106 9 5 5 - 10 . 31 ‘ 2 
Nea 1 - = 1 - - ~ . * 


SE 


TABLE 0-3 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1904 


WEAPONS 
- AMD it) AGAI- CIRCUIT 
LED sue- FIRE- GRATION | CULTURAL | POSTAL 
ANCES TRAFFIC | ESCAPE OTWER Laws acts Lame OTWER OISTRICT 
116 389 63 127 17 26 28 19. 19 — ee 7TH 
16 126 28 44 2 106 27 1 a ae ILN 
10 64 4 20 4 4 8 5 - 4 St dhe weead ILC 
62 67 2 23 7 2 9 - - 3 i itu nee ¢:d ILS 
* 59 3 16 - j 13 - 8 EEG oe 4 aa 1M 
16 67 24 10 ’ 7 3 4 "1 - Dt tic eseed INS 
6 19 1 10 - 2 18 3 1 3 eee Wie 
- ? 1 6 1 6 ? - ’ - er wi 
43 312 111 132. 262 38 120 $8 18 6 ee eT 
4 38 3 8 - 1 3 10 - 5 . ARE 
4 6 14 8 3 1 5 14 1 - ees ane 
- 9 2 4 - ’ - 3 1 -  } Opa Tae 
2 24 3 7 - - 24 * Eee TAS 
20 100 18 46 - 13 8 3 ’ - a? teseeen al wy 
2 69 20 42 1 7 10 1 ees X 
« 19 e 10 367 4 39 8 - - SD X 
13 19 7 - - 5 J 2 - i chs 6e04ee ne 
2 21 a - 4 9 3 7 - [ee aeeee a t 
3 13 9 1 . 19 - 9 - ae bt naed $0 
$68 1,068 u 266 3,504 162 334 997 110 2! 306) ........ OTH 
1 23 - . 28 1 a 1 14 - Nn cue eed AK 
91 9c 1 34 16 62 63 112 12 1 | pa AZ 
27 118 16 22 64 6 24 8 8 > ieee CAN 
28 91 62 40 43 8 9 64 8 1 Pt Liwvecsel CAE 
“4 218 26 42 2 22 63 91 1 6 | ae CAC 
264 241 32 2 48 32 ae - 1 | Pes 
23 67 19 1 2.713 3 24 4 8 - | oo “1 
* 9 4 6 ry - 4 17 10 1 Sh PR Re 10 
10 19 4 19 2 1 16 8 22 eens wT 
6 46 22 17 1 1 44 4 ‘ 1 eee wv 
? ae 3 10 2 ® 4 8 2 - 414 On 
3 40 1 10 2 + 8 rT} 8 1 hin iened WAE 
61 ae 2 17 632 3 17 8 19 2 = —aares WA’ 
® “ 1 - 9 1 4 - 1 - eee Guala 
- - - - - - - - - -  «eaeeete waa 


SPE 


TABLE D-3 DEFENDANTS VU & DISTRICT COTS 
EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1904 


1 
| rea 


FORGERY 

Ci@uult AND 

⸗ AUTO - 
DISTRICT womici1oe | ROBBERY | ASSAULT FRAUD TWErT FEITING 

10TH — 27 rT! 34 408 28 197 
co 493 2 19 ? . a9 20 88 2 22 
Ks 390 3 16 ' . 26 14 86 10 28 
Nite’ 377 7 3 9 2 18 13 40 1 16 
OKN 109 ‘ ’ : 2 "1 12 48 6 13 
OK. 181 : ' : 18 9 62 " 18 
OK.W 730 ' 10 4 39 16 96 ' 26 
ut 243 3 14 4 - 26 7 67 - 29 
wy 131 7 ' 4 8 6 12 1 16 

11TH 3 164 48 ? 322 148 7237 121 228 
ALN 620 - 16 9 1 46 16 61 33 67 
ALM 329 . 18 3 20 4 98 3 13 
ALS 210 - 13 - 1 8 7 31 16 30 
FL.N 240 1 10 2 - 7 9 32 6 16 
FM 808 . 29 4 . 56 32 98 4 60 
FLS 2,380 1 37 10 - 50 31 238 7 66 
GAN 593 ' 24 16 2 68 26 106 37 ‘34 
GAM 807 : 7 3 2 50 9 34 10 & 
gas | 282 - 10 7 ů 19 . 23 


TABLE D-3 DEFENDANTS UV & DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED (EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1984 


Lee 


DAPCA (DRUG) 
WEAPONS 
CONTROL - AWD imal - AGA I - CriAcUuIT 
MARI NARS LED sue- FIRE- QRATION CULTURAL POSTA AND 
WUANA corics STANCES arws TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTWER Laws Acts Laws’ OTHER OISTRICT 

119 306 94 ' 469 59 WW WW 52 6 164 10TH 
23 26 7 18 62 10 23 26 ? 4 9 co 
20 63 a 36 20 23 "1 20 . ' ? Ks 
16 100 J 20 7 10 27 42 3 - 16 7 
6 40 28 6 1 6 2 - : 6 OK.N 
3 12 5 13 1 - 6 2 21 : 2 OK.E 
27 45 2) 18 373 " 18 - 1 . 20 OK 
18 10 ‘ » 1 3 14 23 - 7 ut 
» 10 3 12 6 1 10 2 16 ' ? wy 
1416 866 161 328 o14 109 Th a4 2) 209 11TH 
68 24 4 47 166 10 13 - ' 3 32 ALN 
28 19 3 19 9 2 4 : 3 : 4 ALM 
46 7 1 17 3 , 2 1 1 2 ALS 
60 47 4 - 10 "1 1 - - 19 FLN 
163 112 68 36 2 16 1 8 : n 46 FM 
992 33 166 - 42 66 67 2 2 66 FLS 
23 86 21 14 8 7 61 5 ? 6 36 GA.N 
31 13 1 16 674 6 12 - 21 - 10 GAM 
18 44 i u 4 23 - ‘ ! 5 GAS 


* OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING NON-MAILABLE MATERIAL AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS 


470 


0-4 OSFENDANTS VU 8 DISTRICT CovaTS 
CAININAL DEFENDANTS OL8PORED OF BY TYPE OF DIePOSITION aD Oetemes tom CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1904 


voraa MOLO 
MATURE OF OFFENSE Caran o1s- PLEA OF COm- 
oanTs TOTAL wlsean: Count JAY TOTAL @ILTV TEMDERE CovaTt JUAY 
TOTAL ) — _1.02__227__1,0481 _36,104] 91,080 __ 40) gp g.974 
GENERAL OF FENSES 
WOMIC IDE 104) 31 1 18 1 4 :. — 
MUARDER-FIAST DEGREE 54 21 2 J * 33 16 - 2 16 
MURDER -SECOND DEGREE 32 ? 2 - 6 26 — 6 
MANS LAUGHTE 76 iT | 7 - 60 43 1 1 6 
ROBBERY 1,989) 12 —— |) a? .)) on) T 23.200 
BANK 1.266 124 102 1 21 1,162 066 1 21 164 
POSTAL 62 6 6 - - 46 38 - - 8 
OTHER 46 a 6 - 3 37 27 2 8 
ASSAULT $72 12 r 410 320 i 23 :'s 
BIIRGLARY 199 40 25 1 142 % 12 
63 6 4 1 - 66 60 - 2 6 
POSTAL 42 6 6 - - 37 36 - - 1 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 3 - - - - 3 3 - - - 
OTHER 91 30 26 - 4 61 63 - 3 6 
LARCENY AND THEFT 712 694 40 78 3,113 26 74 213 
BANK 273 27 19 4 a 246 216 1 3 26 
POSTAL 783 68 62 1 6 716 661 1 5 28 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 360 76 69 - 17 284 246 3 i] 34 
OTHER U.S. PROPERTY 1,744 332 276 28 28 1.412 1,311 13 4) 47 
TRANSPORT ETC, STOLEN 
PROP 461 62 61 2 19 399 330 6 6 69 
OTHER 127 117 5 5 370 329 4 19 19 


6rE 


TABLE 0-4 DEFENDANTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY TVPE OF DISPOSITION AMD 


v8 OeTRICT 


Covals 
OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1904 


TOTAL WOLO 
MATURE OF OF PENSE OErEn- o18- PLEA OF con- 
TOTAL wisseD’ | CcOounT juny TOTAL QUILTY | TEMDERE | COURT JUAY 
EMBEZZLEMENT 166 2 Ad) _1,J28)_ _ 1,849 4 4 4 
BANK 1,028 n 66 ' " 067 93) ' 3 22 
POSTAL 277 40 36 iN 237 219 2 2 4 
OTMER 616 86 6n ' 18 631 493 10 2 26 
FRAUO 108) 208) 88 6.218 4 | a — 
INCOME TAX 1,160 169 129 ‘ 20 990 767 16 23 164 
LENDING INSTITUTION 66) 2 66 - 16 608 464 10 ‘ rT 
POSTAL 1,940 371 290 Gg 16 1,669 1,336 21 13 200 
VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS 69 4 ‘ . . 60 44 3 1 2 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 4 2 1 : ' 32 29 - - 3 
SOCIAL SECURITY 360 6 64 ' ' 204 26) 2 5 6 
FALSE PERSONAT ION 64 “ ? - ' “6 44 - 1 ' 
NATIONALITY LAWS 162 23 20 ’ 2 129 119 - 2 r 
PASSPORT FRAUD 100 " 10 - 1 69 rT - 1 ? 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATEMENTS 1,280 242 176 t 60 1,038 916 4 13 100 
OTHER 1477 243 216 2 26 1,234 1,128 "1 ‘ 90 
AUTO THEFT 4) 9 70 2 ? 340 30? - 4 a4 
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING 2,426 246 10 + 2.027) __ 1,846 2 33 141 
TRANSPORT FORGED SECURITIES 210 33 26 2 5 7 149 . 5 23 
POSTAL FORGERY 162 a 23 1 ? 131 116 ' 1 13 
OTHER FORGERY 1,931 aia 198 + 12 007 1,061 3 14 49 
COUNTERFEITING 723 121 99 3 19 602 630 3 13 66 
SEX OFFENSES 1 26 : ! 62 2 3 1s. 
RAPE 90 32 22 - 10 66 46 " 
OTHER a4 ? 4 - 3 27 7 1 2 ? 
DRUG PREVENTION & CONTROL ACT 9,191 7 1,42! 2 283 14 5,776 v7 218 1,448 
MAR | HUANA 3.179 667 616 10 141 2,612 1,804 1 70 647 
DRUGS 4648 786 668 16 102 3,762 2,927 . 124 703 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES 1,464 237 ” 11 8 24 198 


0-4 DEFENDANTS OLSTRICT COURTS 
CALBIRAL DEFENDANTS 01SPOSED OF BY 188 cor OLSPOSI TION AMD — CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1964 


ACQUITTED CONVICTED 
TOTAL WOLO 
MATURE OF OF FENSE DEFrEn- o18- —A 
OANTS | TOTAL Sse0- COURT JUAY TOTAL @UILTY | TEMDERE | COURT Juay 
MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OF FENSE 10,096 2,991 2,366 167 169) #,004 6,961 190 364 $00 
OAIBERY 214 43 ’ ' 21 71 139 6 3 24 
ORUNK DRIVING AMD TRAFFIC 6,720 1,908 1,764 146 10 aan 4,364 146 270 32 
ESCAPE 733 121 106 4 1 612 662 - 16 46 
EXTORT RACKETEERING THREATS 708 180 124 3 53 628 348 6 n 166 
GAMBLING AND LOTTERY 127 40 31 ’ * 87 3 6 - 8 
K LOMAPP ING ry) 18 18 : - 80 63 7 . 23 
w PERJURY 126 30 16 2 12 96 62 2 3 38 
wn WEAPONS AND FIREARMS 1,667 306 261 " rT) 1,661 1,326 12 46 169 
= OTHER 113 44 44 - - rT) 66 4 46 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 3,07 279 M4 2,76) 2633 s 4 17 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE 1 : 2) 20 - - 4 
FEDERAL STATUTES 496 23 9 2,344) _ 1,926 18 238. 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS . 374 100 82 " 7 274 220 14 23 7 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS 212 39 6 - 4 173 "17 28 - 28 
FOOD AND DAUG ACT . 101 16 13 - 3 86 76 3 2 ‘ 
MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS 106 60 45 3 2 56 “6 - 5 t) 
MOTOR CARRIER ACT 67 J * 58 63 3 1 1 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS 6 3 3 - . 3 2 - 1 - 
CIVIL RIGHTS 198 “9 59 3 27 109 rT) 1 - 42 
a 64 28 23 3 2 36 20 1 10 6 
CUSTOMS LAWS 127 30 28 2 - 97 78 1 ' 13 
POSTAL LAWS ; 369 31 27 - 4 328 311 6 - 12 
—— — — 202 A at $37. al J $2 108 


a IN THIS COLUMN ARE DEFENDANTS WHO WERE COMMITTED PURSUANT TO TITLE 28U.S.C. 2802, OF THE NARCOTIC ADDICT REHABILITATION ACT OF 
1 


43 


ese 


U8 OISTRICT 


TABLE D-6 DEFENDANTS COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1984 


TYPE SENTENCE 
REGULAR SENTENCES TO IMPRISONMENT’ 
1 13 36 0 
TOTAL TOTAL Twnu | TwRu | THRU | MONTHS 
NATURE OF OFFENSE DEFENDANTS | ImPRIS- | TOTAL 12 36 60 AND 
COMMENT | REGULAR | MONTHS | MONTHS | MONTHS | OVER | IN MONTHS? 
TOTAL 104] 17,710] 11,828] 2.202 2666 2628 4,252 
GENERAL OFFENSES 

HOMICIDE uW 79 : ? W 134 3 J 6 
MUADER-F IRST DEGREE 33 7 15 . 1 2 12 201 2 . 2 - 
MURDER-SECOND DEGREE 26 7 1 . - ' 10 178.9 . 4 2 
MANS LAUGHTER 60 45 34 - 6 14 14 90 7 3 6 3 
ROBBERY 1,245 1,146 797 6 32 5! i 164 6 42 _222 86 
BANK 1,162 1,074 755 3 31 46 675 167.7 36 204 79 
POSTAL a 39 24 1 3 20 110.0 ' 12 2 
OTHER 37 33 18 2 ' 2 13 83.0 » 4 
ASSAULT 410 262 16 55 40 22 8 544 50 19 6 
BURGLARY 159 127 4 14 26 48 89 4 2 - J 
BANK 58 54 42 . 2 6 34 136 4 6 6 2 
POSTAL 37 28 22 . ? 12 3 38 3 3 1 2 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 3 1 1 ' . . - 12.0 . - - 
OTHER 61 44 27 3 5 . " 62 4 13 2 2 
LARCENY ANO THEFT | 3,426 1,480 oO] 219 24) 246 254 41.6 369 99 32 
BANK 246 162 96 10 12 25 49 67 4 29 19 J 
POSTAL 716 435 288 55 97 90 46 32 6 108 28 "1 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 204 166 116 13 28 30 45 65 9 40 5 4 
OTHER U S. PROPERTY 1,412 329 208 90 43 38 37 28 4 108 10 3 
TRANSPORT ETC, STOLEN PROP 399 264 71 10 46 47 68 67.4 60 33 - 
OTHER 370 1 81 4) 15 16 9 23.4 44 ‘ 6 


TABLE 0-6 DEFENDANTS U & DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUWE 30, 1984 


ese 


TYPE SENTENCE 
T 
1 13 26 37 
THAU THAU THAU MONTHS AVERAGE 
12 24 36 aM SENTENCE FINE 
TOTAL MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS OVER IN MONTHS ONLY OTHER® WATURE OF OFFENSE 
13,880 2,896 2,755 3,989 4,240 35.0 3,977 637 TOTAL 
GENERAL OFFENSES 
16 1 1 7 42.0 1 HOMICIDE 
1 - - 1 60.0 - 16 MURDER-FIAST DEGREE 
1 - 1 - 36.0 - 7 MURDER-SECOND DEGREE 
14 1 1 7 5 41.1 1 - MANSLAUGHTER 
44 1 3 23 67 61.8 - 4 ROBBERY 
63 1 1 18 63 63.1 - 5 BANK 
7 - 2 2 3 42 9 - POSTAL 
A - - 3 1 42.0 J OTHER 
119 31 4) 29 1 27 7 ASSAULT 
29 4 7 8 1 37 1 2 BURGLARY 
3 - - 1 2 62.0 J 1 BANK 
7 - 1 2 A 48.0 1 1 POSTAL 
2 - - 2 - 36.0 - INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 
17 4 3 4 30.4 - OTHER 
1,781 518 351 515 397 31. 133 32 LARCENY AND THEFT 
Bg 6 16 18 ay 43.9 2 3 BANK 
270 15 64 129 62 36 6 3 7 POSTAL . 
114 7 19 36 62 42.2 4 1 INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS 
986 402 168 234 162 27.2 64 13 OTHER U.S. PROPERTY 
125 - 16 55 64 43.7 A 6 TRANSPORT ETC, STOLEN 
p 
197 eB 48 43 18 24.0 6 2 OTHER 


bse 


TABLE 0-6 DEFENDANTS U & DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE CURING THE TWELVE MONTW PERIOD ENDED June 30. 1904 
TOTAL TOTAL 
MATURE OF OFFENSE DEFENDANTS | IMPRIG- | TOTAL 
SENTENCED | OOMSENT | REGULAR MONTHS 
EMBEZZLEMENT 1,725 628 64 $7 64 36 268 24 4 
BANK 967 286 126 26 38 39 23 36.1 140 16 3 
POSTAL 237 3 26 + ? 2 + 36.1 47 - 1 
OTHER 631 170 79 19 22 20 18 38 81 » 2 
FRAUD 00} __2,390) __ 37) 408 201 244 3b 878 124 10 
INCOME TAX 990 463 226 96 61 42 27 263 220 7 - 
LENDING INSTITUTION 609 178 87 22 4 26 1 63 ? ' 
POSTAL 1669 736 476 14 166 126 119 446 212 46 3 
VETERANS AND ALLOTMENTS 60 4 ' 1 - - - 10 5 . - 
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 32 7 12 1 ' ” 2 716 0 3 1 1 
SOCIAL SECURITY 204 37 16 ? ‘ 5 20 2 20 ' - 
FALSE PERSONAT ION 46 24 16 5 5 “ ' 244 4 2 2 
NATIONALITY LAWS 129 83 24 14 5 4 ' 19 4 26 ‘ - 
PASSPORT FRAUD 89 43 26 14 ? 4 1 20 6 16 1 - 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATEMENTS 1,038 347 164 ae 66 42 30 33 2 139 24 - 
OTHER 1,234 433 287 91 56 66 64 37.0 161 22 3 
AUTO THEFT 340 231 162 10 39 69 64 46 4 36 3! 3 
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING 2,027 1,128) ? 116 206 203234 451 249 90 27 
TRANSPORT FORGED SECURITIES 177 112 80 13 16 26 24 479 13 16 3 
POSTAL FORGERY 131 wh 65 6 9 17 33 69 3 16 2 3 
OTHER FORGERY 1117 678 379 73 118 96 90 38 4 143 40 16 
COUNTERFEITING 602 349 236 24 61 63 87 610 7 32 5 
SEX OFFENSES 44 1 6 ? 121.2 5 10 9 
RAPE 68 46 26 1 3 2 20 146.2 2 10 J 
OTHER 27 22 18 - 3 . 10 86.1 3 - 1 
DRUG PREVENTION & CONTROL ACT 7,459 6,766 4 264 845 4,173 3,934 1 773 580 9 
MAR I HUANA 2,612 1,041 1,344 128 346 aie 462 64.4 283 197 7 
3,762 3,049 2,326 179 396 669 1,182 1.8 366 302 66 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES i 866. 47 103 166 $2. 134 4) 15 


cse 


TABLE O-6 DEFENDANTS VU S&S DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1964 


TYPE SENTENCE 
’ 13 26 37 
THRU MONTHS AVERAGE 
12 a4 36 AND ENCE FINE 
TOTAL MONTHS OVER IN MONTHS ONLY MATURE OF OFFENSE 
1,167 135 208 301. rT! 29.5 ' 1 EMBEZZLEMENT 
662 67 117 208 270 40.6 4 6 BANK 
166 26 43 67 29 32.3 8 1 POSTAL 
360 42 48 116 144 40.6 6 5 OTHER 
3,424 424 839 1,044 4117 37.4 1 FRAUD. 
496 48 146 163 139 36.6 20 12 INCOME TAX. 
307 32 72 83 120 39.7 20 a LENDING INSTITUTION 
791 40 126 301 326 42.0 30 13 POSTAL 
44 5 "1 1 17 37.9 - - VETERANS AND ALLOT- 
MENTS 
9 2 - 7 2 36.3 6 - SECURITIES AND EX- 
CHANGE . 
266 rT) 60 46 62 29.6 2 - SOCIAL SECURITY. 
20 1 ? b 4 34.4 - 2 FALSE PERSONATION. 
74 4 16 29 24 38.4 - 2 NATIONALITY LAWS. 
46 ? 1" 12 16 36.9 - 1 PASSPORT FRAUD. 
624 46 167 180 242 40.0 61 16 FALSE CLAIMS & STATE- 
MENTS. 
760 141 245 207 167 32.7 37 4 OTHER 
106 3 9 47 47 44.0 - AUTO THEFT 
882 a) 183 363 308 40.0 J 14 FORGERY AND COUNTERFEIT - 
ING 
62 - J 23 33 46 8 1 2 TRANSPORT FORGED SECU- 
RITIES. 
44 - 10 13 21 43.4 1 - POSTAL FORGERY 
632 36 122 204 170 38.9 1 6 OTHER FORGERY . 
244 © 46 113 81 40.2 3 6 COUNTERFEITING 
14 32 6 2 4 : 3 SEX OFFENSES. 
9 2 4 - 3 32.9 - 3 RAPE. 
. 1 2 2 - 26.2 - - OTHER. 
1,684 166 166 467 786 43.2 18 101 DRUG PREVENTION & CONTROL 
ACT. 
616 of 63 162 296 42.0 "1 44 MARIHUANA 
661 rT 72 206 337 44.3 4 48 ‘ 
? 25 30 99° 183 43.4 3 9 CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES . 


TABLE 0-6 DEFENDANTS VU & DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1904 


_TYPE SENTENCE 
REGULAR SENTENCES TO IMPRISONMENT OTWER SENTENCES 
’ 13 20 
TOTAL TOTAL Twru | THRU | THRU | MONTNS | AVERAGE | SPLIT CA. 
NATURE OF OF FENSE DEFENDANTS | IMPRIS- | TOTAL 12 36 69 AND SEN- | IMDETER-| On 
SENTENCED | OMMENT | REGULAR | MONTHS | MONTHS | MONTHS | OVER | IN MONTWS’| TENCE? | mIMATE* | Y.0.° 
MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OFFENSE 2,561 1,784 646 404 287 447 44.0 590 158 29 
BRIBERY 171 " 36 ? " "1 + 36.8 31 5 
DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC 4611 506 261 264 7 1 - 2.7 243 1 - 
ESCAPE 612 610 a7 220 78 64 55 26.1 62 38 3 
EXTORT RACKETEERING THREATS 628 400 296 22 39 63 172 91.6 59 36 4 
GAMBLING AND LOTTERY 87 24 15 4 4 1 1 21.1 8 1 - 
w K LONAPP ING 80 59 43 3 5 2 33 176.3 3 7 6 
on PERJURY 96 66 35 4 10 e 8 35.5 16 6 - 
5 WEAPONS AND FIREARMS 1,651 914 665 116 250 133 167 43.8 178 61 10 
OTHER 69 22 17 7 1 4 5 43.2 1 3 1 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAWS 2,761 1 731 292 274 ae 69 24.0 563 80 15 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE 21 1 3 - 
FEDERAL STATUTES 2,344 615 394 154 83 76 81 35.7 193 23 5 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS 274 42 19 13 2 2 2 18.8 21 - 2 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS 173 33 15 14 1 - - 47 18 - - 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT 86 3 2 1 1 - - 12.5 1 - - 
MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS 55 5 3 2 - 1 - 17.0 2 - - 
MOTOR CARRIER ACT 58 8 3 3 - - - 6.3 5 - - 
NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS 3 2 1 1 - - - 4.0 1 - - 
CIVIL RIGHTS 109 40 21 * 6 3 ? 67.3 16 a - 
CONTEMPT 36 20 17 9 1 2 5 34.2 3 - - 
CUSTOMS LAWS 97 37 16 a 6 4 1 25.4 21 1 - 
POSTAL LAWS 328 63 38 27 5 4 1 12.7 24 1 . 
OTHER 4 1,126 3 78 0 60. 65 414 82 7 3 
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TABLE 0-6 DEFENDANTS U.& DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1964 


TYPE SENTENCE 
1 13 26 37 
THRU THRU COON T HHS AVERAGE 
12 24 36 AND SENTENCE FINE 
TOTAL] MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS OVER IN MONTHS ONLY OTHER® NATURE OF OFFENSE 
2,106 1,031 336 383 6 24. 3,183 154 MISCELLANEOUS GENERAL OF FENSE 
8 10 13 36 27 38.2 7 3 BRIBERY. 
1,098 935 123 36 5 11.4 3,112 96 DRUNK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC 
8 12 25 19 31 36.6 1 14 ESCAPE 
117 9 22 32 64 41.6 5 6 EXTORT RACKETEERING THREATS 
60 16 17 4 19 31.6 3 : GAMBLING AND LOTTERY 
, 1 1 2 4 46.6 13 K IONAPP ING 
38 1 4 20 . 37.1 - 1 PERJURY. 
586 32 122 229 203 40.1 31 20 WEAPONS AND FIREARMS 
26 16 1 6 21.0 20 1 OTHER 
SPECIAL OFFENSES. 
1,270 100 250 428 492 40.7 ° 96 IMMIGRATION LAWS 
14 - 1 W 2 37.3 - - LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE. 
1,274 438 355 200 191 26.7 423 32 FEDERAL STATUTES 
143 59 39 29 16 24.4 85 4 AGRICULTURAL ACTS 
46 10 16 11 10 30.0 93 1 ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS 
36 16 13 3 5 23.1 45 1 FOOD AND DRUG ACT. 
40 28 6 3 3 16.8 10 . MIGRATORY BIAD LAWS 
26 + ? - - 34.3 24 1 MOTOR CARRIER ACT 
- . ° - - - - 1 NATIONAL DEFENSE LAWS 
63 5 21 26 12 34.4 3 3 CIVIL RIGHTS. 
+ - 4 1 - 26.4 1 - CONTEMPT. 
48 4 1 22 "1 36.1 10 2 CUSTOMS LAWS 
261 82 os 55 15 24.0 . 6 POSTAL LAWS 
617 231 140 133 113 27.2 134 13 OTHER. 
1. INCLUDES SENTENCES OF MORE THAN 6 MONTHS WHICH ARE TO BE FOLLOWED BY A TERM OF PROBATION (MIXED SENTENCES) . 
2 EXCLUDES SPLIT SENTENCES, INDETERMINATE SENTENCES, YOUTH CORRECTIONS ACT/OFFENDER SENTENCES, AND LIFE SENTENCES INCLUDED IN THE 
CATEGORY OF OTHER. 
3. A SPLIT SENTENCE IS A SENTENCE ON A 1 COUNT INDICTMENT OF 6 MONTHS OR LESS IN A JAIL TYPE INSTITUTION FOLLOWED BY A TERM OF 
PROSATION, 18 U.S.¢. 3651. INCLUDED IN THESE FIGURES ARE MIXED SENTENCES INVOLVING CONFINEMENT FOR 6 MONTHS OR LESS ON 1 COUNT. 
TO BE FOLLOWED BY A TERM OF PROBATION ON 1 OR MORE OTHER COUNTS. 
4. TITLE 18 U.S.C. 4208 B (1) AND (2). 
6 TITLE 18U.$.C. 6010 (8) (C). 
6 INCLUDES DEPORTATION, SUSPENDED SENTENCES, IMPRISONMENT FOR FOUR DAYS OR LESS OR FOR TIME ALREADY SERVED, REMITTED AND SUSPENO- 


EO FINES, AND LIFE SENTENCES 


“v4 


TABLE 0-6 DEFENDANTS U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY DISTRICY 
CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 19864 


8SE 


TAL LTY COURT TRIAL _ JURY TRIAL ————— 
CIACUIT + * 4 + * 
—XR MEDIAN MEDIAN MEDIAN MEDIAN MEDIAN 
OISTRICT ARB EH (mos) a (mos ) UMBE* (mos) NUMBER (mos) UR EK (mos) 
TOTAL 44,501 4.4 7,022 4.0 31,461 4.2 1.296 42 4,722 64 
oc 640 3.9 76 3 404 3.7 14 6.0 47 67 
1ST 1,373 4. 204 6.1 958 46 43 7.8 168 $ ; 
we 68.5 4 54 7 - 22 
MA 641 6 4 71 6.2 365 49 29 8.0 86 7.1 
Ns 39 5 56 3 - 24 4.5 1 - 1 5 8 
RI 69 6 9 10 11.0 42 63 J 17 10.3 
PR 538 40 79 6 2 421 3.8 6 - 32 5.0 
2ND 2,806 5 278 9 5 2,094 4 4g 8 384 7 6 
cT 10 6 “226 6 272 17 6 i) 776 
NY.N 154 41 16 43 116 3.7 4 - 18 7 2 
ny.€ 663 5 4 77 11.8 650 49 6 J 120 7.6 
NYS 1,113 6 6 rT) 7.3 822 5.0 1 6 6 161 7.2 
NY.W 296 5 7 36 23 6 218 4.6 1 41 9 2 
vT 62 6 8 12 12.4 60 6.0 5 J 5 - 
3RD 2,643 5 0 364 6 2 1,766 4.7 44 7.0 369 6.7 
DE 76 16 17 WM Tt 7 = V = 
NJ 738 6 1 101 6.3 653 46 12 7.7 72 7.3 
PAE 789 6.1 6e 486 690 4.8 16 87 126 6 6 
PAM 292 5.1 4? 4.8 218 49 2 - 26 7.0 
PAW 289 5 6 40 4.2 159 61 7 - 83 7.8 
vi 345 46 100 6.0 182 4.2 6 — 67 48 


4 
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TABLE 0-6 DEFENDANTS U & DISTRICT COURTS 
MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY DISTRICT 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTK PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1964 


CIRCUIT 
AMD MEDIAN MEDIAN meni an’ 
OISTRICT WUMBER (wos) NUMBER (aos) a OE (mos ) 
4TH 3.4 916 2.7 4 ’ 2.56 4 , 
m) tad v7 aT aT 7-H 74 er 
NC.E 619 19 208 16 376 3.0 12 30 24 49 
NC M 236 3.7 16 6 3 181 3.7 3 - 37 4.2? 
NCW 380 356 40 3.8 272 3.6 12 3.6 66 3.9 
sc 473 61 103 4.9 282 49 2 - 86 63 
VAE 1,941 19 341 20 1,263 18 201 2.3 136 48 
vAW 203 6.0 42 68 130 44 4 - 27 68 
WN 144 6.3 20 4.0 11 6 2 - - 13 67 
wes 188 44 26 3.7 148 43 - - 16 68 
6TH 3 41 7 4. 4,317 3.9 y 46 411 63 
LAE 47 a it Th 47 - 43 8.7 
LAM 90 66 8 - 77 67 - - 5 - 
LAW 186 5.2 29 4.4 129 6.3 J 19 és 
MS_N 86 4.4 — - 60 4.2 - - 17 6.4 
MS.S 196 91 37 7.9 148 9.0 - - 10 13.2 
TXN 749 46 102 6 6 556 4.3 10 6 5 81 62 
TXE 187 3.9 38 42 126 3.2 + - 19 6.7 
TKS 2,238 3.8 319 61 1,761 3.6 30 48 128 62 
Tx 1,332 3.9 141 44 1,074 37 28 46 rT) 68 
6TH 34 4.8 ‘3 486 46 74 44 3 $4 
KY.E 5.7 8 7 4 1 - 
Ky 439 3.4 66 3.8 317 3.1 23 3.3 34 46 
MIE 776 6 7 99 6 2 584 6 5 16 67 78 7.9 
MIW 220 6.4 24 77 168 5.0 3 - 26 67 
OHM 479 6 2 67 42 370 6 1 3 - 39 7.7 
OH.S 362 4.0 29 6.0 298 3.8 4 ~ 31 6 6 
Tw 297 40 47 47 224 3.7 4 - 22 67 
TN 367 4.6 ae 46 276 44 16 6.0 29 63 
™ 396 6 2 27 7.0 300 46 & - 63 7.4 


TABLE 0-6 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DIGTRICT COURTS 
MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPORED OF BY DISTRICT 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1964 


TAL 
CIAcUIT * % 
AND MEDIAN MEDIAN MEDIAN 
DISTRICT | NUMBER (M08. ) NUMBER (mos) NUMBER (MOS. ) 
77H 1 5.2 212 4.8 1,567 4.8 44 6.9 -309 7.8 
IL.N LJ 73 7.0 4.7 33 vv 8.9 
ILC 247 46 31 3.7 161 4.3 3 ⸗ 22 6.4 
ILS . 226 4.5 34 4.0 166 4.5 2 - 24 6.2 
INN 141 4.9 17 6.0 90 4.4 2 * 22 6 6 
INS 276 6.7 21 4.0 241 6.7 1 - 13 7.7 
Wie 221 6.4 24 6.0 168 6.1 2 - 37 9.4 
wiw 106 6 8 12 4.5 71 6.6 1 - 22 7. 
6TH — 44 427 3.3 1,684 4.4 % 6 5 ‘th 6.1 
w AR.E 3.7 28 o.7 4 3.4 - 7.0 
> ARW 130 3.7 17 3.5 93 3.6 2 - 18 64 
oO IAN 104 4.4 14 4.0 83 4.4 2 - 6 * 
IAS 128 6.2 13 6.0 70 5.1 6 - 40 5.4 
304 6.1 19 3.6 254 6.1 4 - 27 5.9 
MO,E 331 4.6 23 3.6 248 4.3 6 - 54 6.7 
MO.W 677 3.4 225 2.8 4256 3.6 2 - 26 7.0 
NE 163 6.2 24 5.0 113 6.3 3 - 13 7.0 
NO 144 48 30 4.1 90 4.9 3 - 21 6.6 
so 211 5 6 33 6.2 144 6.5 3 - 31 71 
9TH 10,257 4.2 2,310 3. 1,0 4.3 299 $2 615 6.6 
AK Lk 4.6 a1 3.4 se 47 7 - 14 5.7 
AZ 734 4.7 166 6.7 469 4.4 30 5.4 59 7.4 
CA.N 837 4.5 113 3.3 649 4.6 19 7.2 56 6.4 
CAE 602 5.4 121 5 0 439 5.2 8 - 34 9.6 
CAC 1,407 4.6 142 3.4 1,040 4.5 86 4.9 139 6.2 
CAS 1,420 5.0 182 4.7 1,113 4.9 41 6.8 84 6.6 
HI 2,794 2.7 998 3.7 1,693 2.0 42 3.9 61 6.0 
1D 204 4.9 30 5.0 148 4.6 6 - 20 8.7 
“tT 201 4.3 61 3.9 126 4.4 4 - 10 6.0 
NV 433 6.6 143 7.7 226 6.8 4 - 61 9.2 
OR 229 4.9 24 9.0 174 4.6 a - 27 7.0 
WA.E 244 3.8 106 3.6 123 4.2 4 - 6 - 
waw 930 3.1 129 3.5 719 2.6 38 3.9 43 5.8 
GUAM 78 4.0 48 10.0 29 2.0 - - 1 - 
vat | é - o - - - - - 


T9€ 


TABLE D-@ DEFENDANTS U 8S DISTRICT COURTS 
MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL os tte DISPOSED OF BY DISTRICT 
CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1964 


CIRCUIT * * * 
anes MEDIAN MEDIAN 
OIsTRICT Pe eal (moe) RO (mos! ARB EH ‘ 
10TH 4 4. Sy x4 S08 3.9 3 42 “sy gS 
co ri 7t ke 
Ks 338 47 77 44 229 47 6 - 27 6.9 
ae 368 46 66 3.8 239 42 2 - 62 6.7 
OK.N 166 4.0 29 3.1 118 3.8 9 - 29 6.6 
O«K.E 160 4.4 18 3.0 134 46 - - 28 4.7 
OKW 777 2.7 66 3.2 676 2.4 16 4.4 31 6.2 
uT 196 6.1 37 6 6 131 47 2 - 26 9.0 
wy 116 4.4 27 6.2 60 4.2 2 - 6 - 
11TH 244 4.5 one my ) ae 1.8 1,039 $4 
ALN Aly 7 . 
ALM 263 3.3 31 3.4 176 3.3 29 2.3 18 4.6 
ALS 167 4.9 10 3.7 123 4.4 1 - 63 6.56 
FLN 222 6.0 28 12.6 126 4.4 - - 68 63 
FL 718 6.0 78 4.9 466 4.7 8 - 180 6.2 
FLS 1.908 6.0 266 6.7 1,138 6.9 62 60 632 6.6 
GAN 461 46 46 4.6 348 4.3 ‘ - 64 6.6 
767 1.6 24 7.0 676 1.6 146 1.6 23 8.0 
GAS. 286 3.9 66 2.3 164 4.) 27 18 68 


° MEDIANS COMPUTED ONLY WHERE THERE ARE 10 OR MORE DEFENDANTS 
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TABLE D-7 DEFENDANTS U & DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF AL. DEFENDANTS SHOWING TVPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1904 


ACQUITTED CONVICTED 
crrcull WOLO 
ARE OEFEN- ols- PLEA OF COn- ere. 

OISTRICT DANTS TOTAL MISSED COURT JUAY TOTAL @WILTY TENMDERE COURT JURY ONLY OTHER’ 
TOTAL 44,501) 7 ? 327 1,04 36,104 1 40) 969 3,674 3977 637 
oc a 640 = 7 3 4 464 401 in 39 6 1 

1$T 1,37 7 4 11 66 1,10 947 11 32 1 4) 4 
7 186 46 41 1 4 140 114 2 6 18 10 - 
MA 641 103 "1 4 28 438 347 8 25 66 16 3 
NH 39 b 3 1 4 31 24 7 . 
Rl 69 14 10 a 65 42 13 2 - 
PR 638 99 79 6 16 439 420 1 1 17 13 2 

2N0 4 278 8 62 2,460 2,063) 11 44 322 67 64 
cT 307 43 38 A 1 264 223 5 18 18 3 2 
NY.N 164 21 16 5 133 116 A 13 4 4 
NY.E 663 98 7 1 20 755 650 5 100 16 4 
NYS 1,113 124 99 26 989 616 6 1 166 14 31 
NY.W 296 47 36 1 249 218 1 30 14 12 
vT 62 12 12 - 70 60 5 5 6 2 

3R0 2,543 476 364 7 104 1,746 0 37 266 72 14 
DE 90 18 18 - - 72 64 - 1 7 2 1 
NJ 738 123 101 1 21 615 645 8 1 61 21 1 
PAE 789 103 58 1 aa 686 684 6 16 6! 24 a 
PAM 292 49 4? . 2 243 216 2 2 23 18 1 
PAW 289 67 40 3 14 232 166 4 4 69 7 - 
vI 345 125 100 2 3 220 182 - 4 34 - 2 


eget 


TABLE D-7 DEFENDANTS U & DISTRICT COURTS 
OLSPOSITION OF ALi DEFENDANTS SHOWING TVPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1004 


REGULAR [PRI SOCRRENT (MONTHS | PROBATION (MONTHS) 
1 iF] ot) ou AVG 1 3 26 7 ave CimculT 
impais- TMU TMRU ap Teau | THRU | THRU AND Stn AND 
vora.’ 2 be Oven | rence’ TOTAL 2 24 4 oven | Ténce’ | O1STRICT 
PAA 11,828) 2.202 2.666 2,628 4262 58.0 | 19,080) 2,006 2,766 3989 4240 36.0 TOTAL 
218 u« 33 42 42 
584 460) 66 i418 82 
72 67 12 8 16 32 146 
222 166 39 62 46 30 38.3 
16 6 4 7 - 4 - 
31 22 ‘4 12 5 1 - 
213 1860 7 36 63 66 769 
1,282 1,006 1 1 
126 93 21 16 26 30 47.9 33 - 
66 43 a 7 6 12 407 20 3 - 
406 336 27 63 we 167 69 0 67 1 2 
648 421 " 96 61 173 62 2 103 * 16 
96 62 24 14 20 24 41.6 12 - 2 
40 30 ® 14 4 3 30 6 * 2 
1018 777 146 144 166 322 641 222 5 iB 
rT) 28 3 6 6 13 69 4 1 - - 
317 236 62 38 43 92 66 2 7 - J 
269 204 28 39 84 63 66.0 45 6 4 
126 64 21 24 a 21 41.1 40 1 : 
138 114 16 4 24 64 63.4 20 1 3 
14 111 13 28. 21 ai 3 7 - J 


TABLE O-7 DEFENDANTS U & DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TVPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1004 
ACQUITTED CONVICTED 

CIRCVIT TOTAL WOLO 

AND OEFEN- oI8- PLEA OF Con FINE 

OIsTRICT OANTS TOTAL “16650 COURT JURY TOTAL QILTY | TEMDERE COURT JURY ONLY OTMWER' 

4TH 6.1 1,103 69 1 4,03) 3,426 210 _§62 AD 
a) 960 138 121 3 4 612 691 1 68 62 12 
NCE 619 220 208 1 "1 399 376 - 1 13 78 4 
NC M 236 32 16 1 16 204 180 1 21 - - 
NCW 380 69 40 4 16 32) 268 4 4 4) "1 , 
sc 473 131 103 - 28 342 261 1 2 68 12 2 
vAE 1,041 42) 34) 48 32 1,620 1,249 14 163 104 375 30 
vAW 203 60 42 2 6 163 123 ? 21 - 
WV.N 144 21 20 - 1 123 1 ° 12 1 

w ws 168 31 25 - 6 167 147 1 - 9 # J 
2 6TH 657 739) 23 4 4,262 62 31 100 19 

LAE 490 67 56 2 4 423 377 9 3 34 15 2 
LAM 90 4 ” - 1 6 76 1 4 - - 
LAW 166 38 29 3 6 147 127 2 4 13 4 - 
MS.N 66 16 4 6 "1 60 - . "1 - 
Ms.S 195 40 37 - 3 165 144 4 - ? 1 
TX.N 749 120 102 3 16 629 555 1 ? 66 14 - 
Tx 187 43 38 1 4 144 126 1 3 16 3 1 
TXS 2.238 371 319 10 42 1,667 1,764 ? 20 46 22 “ 
Tx 1,932 164 141 4 9 1,178 1,064 10 24 80 37 ” 

6TH 3,622 691 475 25 91 3,031 2,671 12 49 299 94 48 
xvxt 266 70 49 - 21 196 146 1 1 48 3 4 
KYW 439 87 65 4 13 362 312 5 14 21 34 12 
MIE 776 116 99 » y 660 683 1 7 69 1 18 
wiw 220 33 24 2 7 187 168 - 1 18 a 1 
OH.N 479 70 67 - 3 409 368 2 3 36 3 - 
OHn.S 362 35 29 6 347 296 2 4 25 17 4 
TNE 297 55 47 2 6 242 224 - 2 16 1 2 
TNM 387 7 68 6 310 275 - "1 24 ? 
™W 48 27 - 21 348 299 1 6 42 & 2 


TABLE O-7 DEFENDANTS U & DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS GHOWING TVPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1004 


TYPE SOOT AGE LOOT LAE) 
REGULAR IMPRISONMENT (MONTHS ) PROBATION (MONTHS ) 
AL 1 3 8 60 ave 13 26 37 AVG CIRCUIT 
lmpnis- Teeu | THRU | AMD Twru | THRU | AND SEN- AND 

TOTAL’ 12 ak iy) Oven | TEnce’ 24 ,Y OVER | TENCE’ | DISTRICT 
7 1,167 444 164 164 346 63.2 639 299 39! 433 31 4TH 
399 204 31 42 43 68 66 3 13 1) 6 339 93 ry) 76 76 30 0 a 
142 ”7 22 14 18 23 67.9 37 28 - 176 61 16 16 83 367 NCE 
122 ae 21 24 20 21 46.5 32 3 1 62 1 10 16 66 60.4 NC M 
100 93 22 24 4 33 68 - ? - 210 22 42 99 4? 36 2 NCW 
193 164 16 26 40 73 46 16 22 1 138 J 31 91 60 3 sc 
606 447 312 33 24 78 32.0 120 28 10 610 345 92 48 25 18.3 VAE 
08 19 1 3 ° 4 - 13 18 8 90 - 23 69 8 34.6 VvAW 
65 a1 4 6 "1 10 480 6 22 6 56 - 3 23 30 466 WN 
w 64 46 16 12 J 10 31.6 16 21 1 65 12 "1 26 7 36.2 ws 
3 2,381 1,617 228 39! 423 676 65 605 —s 333 4 2,196) 283 297 625 990 8417 5TH 
262 203 32 66 43 62 623 49 . 4 144 21 20 47 56 39 5 LAE 
47 31 ? 3 2 19 63.0 16 1 - 34 4 5, 7 18 43.9 LAM 
ee 62 6 20 19 7 61 2 7 9 61 7 3 "1 30 46.4 LAW 
37 24 - 4 4 1 - 10 - 34 2 J 7 7 35.5 MS.N 
6 43 3 10 1 19 70.2 18 13 2 78 6 10 20 42 45.8 MS,S 
405 316 45 67 87 117 687 69 20 10 210 10 53 90 67 37.3 TX.N 
80 6? 9 15 12 21 548 19 3 1 6 1 1 21 28 445 TXE 
766 420 61 112 138 119 49.1 306 22 9) 1,081 9 128 368 616 44.3 TS 
630 46) 76 ag 107 190 60 6 113 39 17 603 163 60 64 236 37.5 TX 
1,544 1,030 193287 220 330 66 6 337 146 31 4,350, 375 3 406 09 94 6TH 
187 125 12 33 26 54 62.1 29 2 1 32 1 4 ~ 19 46.8 Kye 
128 84 a 23 22 31 67.1 21 20 3 178 ya 55 14 16 19.8 xvv 
399 243 ny Ag 4) 44 34.6 86 70 - 232 22 60 125 35 33.7 MILE 
73 61 10 12 18 1 62.4 16 J 108 23 27 36 23 32.2 wiW 
222 134 16 32 32 55 72.3 4) 36 1 184 10 46 102 26 347 OH.N 
179 129 22 23 27 67 67 2 37 3 10 122 21 32 42 27 34.1 ous 
137 91 14 13 25 39 69 2 36 7 3 107 | 10 33 18 32 33.2 TNE 
129 75 12 26 12 26 469 53 - 1 174 98 31 27 18 28.7 ™NM 
120 9 31 36 17 14 32.2 18 2 218| 87 82 35 14 23.0 TW 


TABLE 0-7 DEFENDANTS U & OISTRICT COURTS 
OLSPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOU ENDED JUNE 30, 1904 


ACQUITTED CONVICTED 
cincuIT TOTAL mOLO 
DEF En- o1s- PLEA OF | CON Fine 
OIsTRICT | ANTS | TOTAL | MISSED | CounT Juay Tora. | @UILTY | TEMDERE | COURT Juny OnLy OTWER' 
77 2,123 2! a ni 1,837 ' u 4) 2» 
IL 906 104 73 1 30 602 664 6 32 110 7 23 
IL.c 247 43 31 2 10 204 179 2 1 22 J 
ILS 226 37 34 : 3 189 164 2 2 21 4 3 
INN 141 26 7 - 4 116 - 7 24 * 
INS 276 26 21 . 5 260 241 . 1 8 6 3 
Wie 221 33 24 9 188 167 ' 2 28 ' : 
wie 106 18 12 - 6 66 7 - 1 16 1 - 
eT 2,418 4 427 3 60) ! 1,661 23 2 2 64 4 
ARE 236 39 29 - 10 197 164 - 5 28 8 2 
w ARW 130 23 17 - 6 107 93 - 2 12 5 - 
8 IAN 104 16 14 ! 1 66 62 1 1 — - 
IAS 128 21 13 - 8 107 70 - 6 32 4 - 
“ 304 22 19 . 3 282 252 2 4 24 4 . 
0.E 331 29 23 - 6 302 247 1 6 48 7 1 
wO0.W 677 228 225 3 449 408 17 2 22 8 1 
NE 163 28 24 1 3 126 1141 2 2 10 3 - 
NO 144 34 30 - 4 110 90 - 3 17 3 1 
80 211 60 33 1 16 161 144 2 16 1 3 
9TH 10,257| 2,498 2,310 65 123 1,15 6,96 65] 234 492 ! 226 
AK 138 27 21 1 5 111 90 6 6 y 16 - 
AZ 734 210 186 9 16 624 444 16 21 44 4 8 
CAN 637 129 113 6 8 708 640 4 1 48 21 12 
CAE 602 124 121 - 3 478 424 16 8 31 16 J 
CAC 1,407 169 142 10 17 1,238 1,036 5 76 1.2 8 18 
CAS 1,420 207 162 5 20 1,213 1,113 - 36 64 5 103 
HI 2,794 1,036 998 21 17 1,768 1,690 3 21 44 1,409 58 
10 204 32 30 - 2 172 146 3 6 18 33 - 
a 201 64 61 1 2 137 126 1 3 8 5 1 
NV 433 149 143 - 6 284 221 a 4 56 2 4 
OR 229 32 24 - 8 197 172 2 4 19 3 - 
WAE 244 11 106 3 2 133 123 - 6 6 
WAW 930 164 129 7 18 776 717 2 32 25 467 12 
GUAM 78 4a 48 - - 30 29 - - - - 
Naa | 6 e 6 - - - = = - - - ba 


TABLE O-7 DEFENDANTS VU & DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1004 


REGULAR IMPRISONMENT (MONTHS) OTWER SENTENCES PROBATION (MONTHS ) 
TOTAL 1 13 20 1 13 26 37 ave cIRcVIT 
1mPRis- Tamu | THRU | THRU Tunu | THRU | THRU | AMD | SEN- AND 
TOTAL’ 12 36 so TOTAL 12 24 26 «6| OVER | TENCE’ | DISTRICT 
916 648 116 126173 132 163236 393498 3 7TH 
326 241 46 65 64 67042 8 69 16 - 437 65 46 120 297 422 1LN 
94 67 "1 4 13 360831 19 7 1 106 12 20 4) 330 38.0 ILC 
106 91 "1 19 24 37—s—s«#87 8 9 3 2 73 20 16 2 36 37.2 ILS 
79 58 9 8 " 300s 8 14 2 5 37 6 12 10 8 328 INN 
138 78 19 9 24 26 «= 49 6 47 10 3 103 28 27 30 18 28 9 INS 
106 ”? 16 16 19 28 06= 64 24 J 82 "1 26 26 20 33.8 wie 
70 36 6 2 18 ſo 486 24 10 - 7 - ? 8 2 33.9 wiw 
1,266 734 116 88 172268 i857 8 484 47 3! $00) 89 176 19 132 32.8 6TH 
8 106 79 10 24 16 290 64 3 24 - 3 81 5 26 44 ? 31.7 ARE 
—* 52 33 ? 6 8 12 «86.9 18 1 - 50 5 24 10 "1 32.2 ARW 
47 18 3 5 2 8 - 27 - 2 32 3 19 6 “ 28.9 IAN 
61 48 10 14 10 14 = 48.0 27 6 - 22 2 6 "1 30 33 6 IAS 
216 164 37 2 37 380463 46 5 ' 60 7 30 "1 2 22.8 Mn 
223 178 "1 37 58 72 «466.0 26 4 16 "1 . 2 25 40 6046 8 MO.E 
329 90 10 20 22 38078 6 217 21 1 11 14 23 35 390i 1 MO. 
77 46 8 10 6 22 «61.4 27 3 1 45 7 10 14 14 36 0 NE 
59 30 10 a 6 10 = 400 21 6 2 47 ? 18 18 4 28 6 NO 
76 48 10 16 ? 16 8649.3 22 1 5 "1 26 21 17 8 25 8 0 
3,208 1,789 444 374 292 —ss679 S98 939 413 _-67|_ 2,339 42 24 101 785 37.3 9TH 
54 31 12 8 7 4 30.3 18 1 a 41 7 16 12 7 31.2 AK 
264 112 45 16 18 20 6023 69 69 14 248 a4 47 79 9 401 Az 
373 280 53 60 68 0 108s—«é 75 12 6 30? 49 59 100 94 36 6 CAN 
311 200 39 41 24 9 8673.2 79 22 10 147) 26 21 46 65 8637 4 CAE 
774 446 42 92 72 #240 «679.4 222 95 "1 438 12 35-216 175 = 43.5 CAC 
712 303 138 94 33 380 27.0 273 129 ? 393 45 75 162 111 37 6 CAS 
107 33 19 6 3 6 21.7 29 43 2 184 129 5 13 37 22.9 HI 
45 27 5 1 6 15 «= 88 5 16 2 - 94 18 "1 30 35 38.2 10 
38 21 2 5 3 "1 . 16 - 1 93 19 22 29 23034 5 MT 
167 107 14 12 27 54 713 47 6 111 16 20 31 44 39 4 NV 
124 62 14 9 14 25 7023 34 25 3 70 2 1 "1 66 643 oR 
52 35 27 5 2 1 10.0 10 ? - 6e 12 17 26 13 «32.7 WAE 
183 130 33 26 24 47-60. 8 49 1 3 124 82 23 21 28 28.2 —X 
2 1 - 1 - - 2 - - 26 5 3 6 9 346 GUAM 
: : : : : : : : : : “= : : : : ~ nal 
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TABLE O-7 DEFENDANTS U & DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1964 


NOT CONVICTED CONVICTED AMD SENTENCED TYPE SENTENCE 
ACQUITTED CONVICTED 
CIRCUIT TOTAL NOLO 
AND DEFEN- o1s- PLEA OF CON- FINE 
OISTRICT OANTS TOTAL MISSED COuAT JUAY TOTAL QILTY TENDERE COURT JURY ONLY OTHER' 

10TH 2,607 445 387 + a 2) 1,889 4? _201 444 12 
co 449 100 78 2 20 349 308 3 19 22 64 2 
KS 338 86 ”7 2 ? 282 228 1 3 20 3 5 
‘oe 368 12 66 - ? 296 239 - 2 56 ? 1 
N 186 32 29 - 3 163 118 . 4 26 3 2 
OK.E 180 25 18 - ? 15 134 ~ - 21 ? - 
OK.w 77 62 56 2 4 716 663 12 13 27 349 2 
ut 196 39 37 i 1 166 122 4 1 24 9 - 
116 29 27 2 - 86 80 - . 6 2 - 

11TH 5,527 951 636 114 201 4,576 3,431 156 170 819 9 62 
ALN 616 107 a4 4 15 509 471 2 ? 29 13 6 
ALM 253 35 31 2 2 218 174 27 16 39 1 
ALS 187 19 10 - 9 168 123 - 1 44 2 : 
FLN 222 4) 28 - 13 181 125 1 - 55 10 2 
FM 718 114 78 ' 36 604 454 ' ‘ 145 10 6 
FLS 1,998 391 266 13 112 1,607 1,127 "1 49 420 14 36 
GAN 481 87 45 - 12 424 367 1" r 62 6 
GAM 767 116 24 92 - 651 452 123 53 23 395 - 
GAS 285 1 66 2 3 214 148 6 25 35 40 6 
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TABLE D-7 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SinWING TYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1984 


TYPE SENTENCE (CONTINUED) 
REGULAR IMPRISONMENT (MONTHS ) owen SENTENCES PROBATION (MONTHS ) 
TOTAL 1 13 | «36 eo | AVG 1 13 26 37 | ave. | CIRCUIT 
IMPRI8- Twru | Twru | TwRU | AND | SEN- TRU | THRU | THRU | AND | SEN- AND 
Onmment | TOTAL? | 12 36 69 | OVER | TENCE? TOTAL | 12 24 36 | OVER | TENCE’ | DISTRICT 
96) 642 121 170 131 220 66.0 162 144 23 745 166 172 218 169 33.2 10TH 
162 123 32 30 29 32 44.5 34 2 3 121 14 21 39 47 41.1 co 
131 42 19 4 ? 12 45.6 21 64 4 113 26 36 36 15 29.7 KS 
206 184 19 31 24 800 69 6 33 13 4 83 21 . 27 27.0 36.7 or] 
85 55 2 18 18 17 «487.1 10 7 3 63 8 9 7 29 («39.6 OK.N 
ne 57 3 31 9 140 48 4 1 2 83 18 34 22 9 27.2 OK.E 
207 135] 25 43 22 4) 66.4 34 36 2 187 62 33 37 25 = 26.6 OK.W 
67 47 " J " 17 «67.7 + 1 1 80 - 19 26 27. «37.8 UT 
39 29 6 5 " 7 63.9 7 - 3 45 9 12 14 10 323 wy 
2,594 1828| 215 445 471 697 —6 8 44) 296 =~ 29] 1,391) 438 1873472? 11TH 
163 121 23 38 19 4) 61.2 30 2 - 337| 149 60 75 630 .23.2 ALN 
57 35 " » , 56.7 20 - 2 121 55 7 63 6 233 ALM 
102 80 - a 8 64 116.0 14 5 3 64 1 2 9 52 64.8 ALS 
143 69 » 4 4 65 101.9 "1 60 3 26 1 . ⸗ 16 4649.4 FLIN 
387 298, 44 47 66 46142 63 57 31 1 201 10 24 66 406101 FLM 
1,304 941} 102 292 32013 246 48.7 216 32 16 263 46 61 80 6634. FL.S 
228 143 10 31 33 69 656 52 29 4 164 26 26 39 93 42 8 GAN 
84 69 "1 13 10 36 76.6 14 - 1 172 140 5 9 18 12.1 .. GAM 
136 22 - . 23 3787.6 27 37 - 33 ? 2 ? 1744.7 — 
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INCLUDES DEPORTATION, SUSPENDED SENTENCES, IMPRISONMENT FOR FOUR DAYS OR LESS OR FOR TIME ALREADY SERVED, REMITTED AND SUSPENDED FINES 
AND LIFE SENTENCES 

INCLUDES SENTENCES OF MORE THAN 6 MONTHS WHICH ARE lu vE FOLLOWED BY A TERM OF PROBATION (MIXED SENTENCES) . 

NOT COMPUTED WHERE NUMBER IMPRISONED LESS THAN 26. EXCLUDES SPLIT SENTENCES INDETERMINATE SENTENCES AND YOUTH CORRECTIONS ACT/OFFENDER 
SENTENCES 

A SPLIT SENTENCE IS A SENTENCE ON A 1 COUNT INDICTMENT OF 6 MONTHS OR LESS IN A JAIL TYPE INSTITUTION, FOLLOWED BY A TERM OF PROBATION, 18 
U.S.C. 3651. INCLUDED IN THESE FIGURES ARE MIXED SENTENCES INVOLVING CONFINEMENT FOR 6 MONTHS OR LESS ON 1 COUNT, TO BE FOLLOWED BY A 
TERM OF PROBATION ON | OR MORE OTHER COUNTS 

TITLE 18 U.S.C. 4206 B (1) AND (2) 

TITLE 18 U.S.C. 6010 (B8)(C) 
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TABLE D-6 CASES. U.S DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30. 1964 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 


CIRCUIT 
AND 
DISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT 

TOTAL 19 78. 675 229 
oc 208 2 12 3 
1ST 665 1 11 6 
Me 78 - 1 1 
MA 274 - ~ 1 
NH 16 - - - 
RI he - 1 1 
PR 130 1 4 3 
2NO 2,129 1 1 9 
cT 166 - 12 - 
NY.N 11 - - 2 
NY.E 730 - 7 © 
NY.S 895 1 37 2 
NY.W 162 . 5 

vT 75 - - 
3R0 984 . 33 25 
DE 27 - 2 - 
NJ 231 - 6 2 
PAE 297 - 10 1 
PAM 101 1 4 4 
PAW 98 - 5 - 
vi 230 » * 18 
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TABLE D-6 CASES U.S DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMIMAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30. 1964 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 


_SPECTAL OFFENSES 
FORGERY 
AND 2a AGAI- CIRCUIT 
COUNTL I~ GRATION | CULTURAL | POSTAL AND 
FELTING OTHER LAWS ACTS LAws* OTHER OISTRICT 
1011 704 1,149 104 93 77 .. TOTAL 
13 1 - 8 - 3 oc 
39 24 2 3 34 1ST 
3 1 - 1 - 6 we 
13 10 3 - 2 18 we 
1 1 - - - 1 WH 
3 7 1 - - 3 RI 
19 3 20 1 1 4 PR 
105 §2 664 59 68 1 102 96 66 1 46 106 2ND 
13 6 36 2 20 1 "1 4 a - 1 3 .CcT 
2 1 19 2 7 - 3 6 29 - 1 17 NY.N 
30 23 311 24 16 - 10 32 9 1 25 34 MY.E 
46 13 272 22 13 - 62 41 8 - 19 39 NYS 
12 4 24 3 6 - 3 10 3 - - 7 w 
2 6 3 6 7 - 13 3 13 - - 6 vr 
61 26 102 81 42 14 66 63 9 6 3 42 3RO 
3 1 1 3 2 - 1 1 - 1 2 DE 
13 7 22 21 5 3 2 12 3 1 2 14 NJ 
14 6 ay 32 16 2 2 21 2 2 ~ 16 PAE 
4 5 3 2 5 - 29 7 . - - 2 PAN 
10 3 19 1 6 - 1 6 . - - 6 Paw 
17 4 8 12 § 6 32 16 3 2 : 2 vI 
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TABLE 0-6 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30, 1964 SY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 


RA F 
CIRCUIT 
an EMBEZ- AUTO 
DISTRICT TOTAL. HOMICIDE ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT 

4TH 1,401 46 28 5 130 46 216 26 
MD 346 15 5 - 23 12 48 4 
NCE 116 4 2 2 15 7 29 3 
NC .M 73 “ 2 ° 8 2 1 2 
NCW 77 7 6 2 4 3 20 - 
Sc 208 4 3 - 15 11 21 1 
VAE 399 9 10 1 40 8 39 - 
VAW 48 3 1 . 5 * 13 5 
WV.N 65 - . 6 1 13 - 
ws 69 - 8 1 22 1 

5TH 2,493 35 23 93 46 347 29 
LAE 199 7 - 12 5 39 1 
LAM 32 - - 1 - 14 J 
LAW 86 1 - - 6 2 2) 2 
MSN 15 1 - - 1 : 6 1 
MSS 132 6 a - 8 7 37 2 
TX.N 298 3 . 27 3 70 4 
TX.E 55 2 1 4 3 23 1 
TS 1,196 8 8 - 15 17 92 13 
TX 480 7 10 19 9 45 5 

6TH 1,358 48 9 3 168 68 289 38 
KY.E 74 2 1 1 4 4 13 9g 
KYW 163 5 - 1 36 6 27 3 
MILE 378 13 3 46 15 70 2 
MIW 70 1 2 1 6 6 15 - 
OH.N 199 8 - - 33 22 37 7 
OH.S 119 12 - - 10 a 21 5 
TNE 62 4 1 - 8 1 16 1 
™NM 136 1 1 - 15 5 24 6 
TNW 157 2 1 - 10 5 66 5 
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ALL CRIMINAL CASES 


TABLE 
PENDI 


0-8 CASES 


U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


NG ON JUNE 30, 1984 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 


L OFF - I SPECIAL OFFENSE 
FORGERY 
AMO AND Immal- AGRI ~ CIRCUIT 
COUNTER - FIRE- GRATION | CULTURAL | POSTA AND 
FEITING Ra TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER LAWS ACTS LAWws* OTHER DISTRICT 
101 121 124 39 104 172 80 62 9 3 3 85 4TH 
25 27 66 7 23 37 10 14 : 3 6 Lad) 
1 9 5 - 7 2 3 a - 1 - 12 NC.E 
12 1 7 2 14 1 ° 1 ° . ° 6 NC.M 
8 3 3 2 8 1 4 4 - 1 - 2 NCW 
23 27 5 3 22 4 23 4 1 - - 31 sc 
"1 40 27 1 16 127 24 17 2 1 - 15 VAE 
. 2 2 . 6 - 2 . 2 . - 7 VAW 
6 4 6 3 2 6 14 - - 4 WV.N 
5 8 3 ' 6 - 8 A - - - 2 ws 
105 307 221 106 163 15 384 59 485 5 3 70 5TH 
16 37 16 28 6 - 4 4 17 - - 8 LAE 
3 1 3 1 7 - - 2 . ° - . LAM 
6 10 4 3 10 - 3 3 2 1 - 11 LAW 
1 2 - 1 1 - 1 - - - . * MS.N 
6 14 8 5 12 3 8 3 1 3 4 MSS 
29 8 39 10 31 - 45 10 7 - - 12 TXN 
7 6 2 = 1 - 2 1 - ~ - 2 TXE 
22 166 94 23 66 7 287 14 342 3 - 0 TxS 
16 63 55 36 19 8 39 17 114 = - 14 TX.W 
114 92 160 42 102 19 48 57 23 11 10 56 6TH 
6 6 9 3 6 - 2 2 : 1 - a KY.E 
e 29 12 5 10 2 2 1 1 2 - 3 KYW 
21 29 67 14 3 2 12 16 18 . 5 22 MIE 
9 2 12 2 § . 2 1 2 ⸗ 3 MIW 
22 3 24 2 23 . 4 9 1 - 2 2 OH.N 
8 8 9 4 10 1 8 - - 2 3 OH,S 
6 a 4 - 5 . 3 1 - 5 - 3 TNE 
23 6 1 4 1 1 3 2 - 3 - 10 ™NM 
11 5 12 8 9 = 9 7 1 - - 6 TNW 
, 4 


Vae.s 8-0 cages, U0. BlevaicT 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30, 1004 BY OFFENSE AMD DISTRICT 
cinourt 
AMD eupes 
orevaicy YorAL | womIcIOE | ROBBERY | ASSAULT gune.any | LARCENY | ZLEMENT PRAUD Tear 
71 j 20 . + aa tt! 4 
Te.) 609 . . 3 6 rT) 0 TY 2 
Te ee - 4 = . 3 2 18 ' 
1.8 ud) - 4 - 2 ' " 2 
INN 02 - 3 ' . ' a 2 
—*7 ir . 4 ' ¥ ? 8 2 
wie Tt . 6 ' ® 2 20 . 
wi ” ' ' 2 . 8 ' " . 
ov s 40 4 + 2 a9 ww at! 
AA 64 ⸗ * ' 5 4 2 » ' 
be AAW 6 . 2 : . 6 2 10 2 
> TAN ie ' 2 ’ : 7 - 8 - 
1A8 a4 . 4 . . ‘ ' 6 . 
aN 132 - " ' ! 6 4 ‘9 ! 
0.6 106 - 6 ' "1 8 10 2 
M0." 140 . ® . . 6 6 33 4 
Ne ů 2 ® ' 
Me. ao ' 2 ‘ - 2 ' 8 ' 
80 6e 2 - 11 ! 6 ' ® 
orn —— oe a TT 194 $2) 19 
AK rT ' ? 4 . " iy 10 - 
al 142 ‘4 10 23 2 2) 6 2 - 
CAN 646 3 a2 8 8 rT) 4 0 ' 
CAE 201 . 37 7 . 27 "1 27 ; 
CAC 810 ' 107 10 ' ry) 46 146 . 
CAS 214 . 14 1 ' 3 16 62 6 
HI 1266 ' fn 4 . a4 a 26 - 
10 44 - ] ! - 6 2 9 - 
wT oo ' ' 3 - 10 ' 22 ' 
NV 193 ' " 2 ' 10 J rT - 
on 120 . 21 . 2 10 6 26 - 
WAE 114 * ! 6 5 23 - 
waw 332 2 ® n - 22 ® 36 - 
Quam a7 ? 3 4 ' 2 - 2 - 
naa 4 J L : - 
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TABLE 0-6 eee ee 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PERDING ev Orrenes sD OLETRICT 
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wee Gn ed 30, 1008 BY BASOM OFFENGE AND OIBTRICT 


v O-e Cases VU 6 
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* OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING WON-MAILABLE MATERIAL AND OTWER POSTAL REGULATIONS 
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VABLE O-8. 
ALL TRIABLE CRIMINAL CASES PENDING 


ciReVIT 
* * mt 

orevRicy womi C106 ROBSERY BUG ART vances Teary 

4TH i A u i 4 rte 124. 4 
2. 10 2 - ” ® 26 ' 

€ - ' ' - 6 4 e ° 
*⸗ 3 ' - 4 2 ‘ 2 
nC - a 6 ’ 3 2 7 7 
sc - 3 2 - ’ 6 ® ' 
VAG ' 2 6 ’ 6 3 7 - 
VAW. - 2 ' - 2 : s 2 
wv." - - - ' - ’ - 
wes. : - - - 3 ' 3 - 

orm s+. 20 uv : 4. 4 199. —t. 
LAE. - 4 - - ’ 4 16 ° 
LAM : - - - - - 10 - 
LAW... i] ' ° ⸗ 8 - ? ' 
* 
' 6 ‘ - e 6 31 2 
TKN. . - 2 - - 4 - 2 3 
THE. ' » 2 » al ' | 4 — 
TKS. - 4 ‘ - ? 10 ae 8 
ceveeed 7 4 ® - 2 7 24 4 

OTH . : al 2 4 . | al a) | al 
0 - ’ ' ' 4 ’ 4 4 
KYW... - 3 8 J 
MLE aa 7 ! = 22 @ - 
wlw Sevreane¢ = — 1 3 1 o 
Pe - 4 - - a1 14 ’ 
On,8 . - 3 - - ® y 3 
4 - 2 ' - ? ’ 1 
4 J 10 ‘ ’ 
Th Por rnre #4 - — — — 4 1 1 
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ALL TRLABLE CRIMINAL CASES PENDING GH AMOR 90. 1800 6Y GAJER OPPONDS AND DISTRICT 
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VABLE O-@ CASES V 6. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL TRIABLE CRIMINAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30, 1004 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AMD DISTRICT 


CIRCUIT 
AMD eer AUTO 
OrevAICT VOTAL omic 108 ROSSEAY ASSAULT BURGLARY 1 ARCH zt. GaN PRAUD yearv 
7TH 478 1 19 4 4 19 +} 12) 7 
ee 246 * 7 1 4 36 14 77 - 
mC. . 48 - 7 - - ® 2 6 - 
us TEkaake 43 aad 3 aa e 7 | 6 e 
in ..eenen 33 - 3 1 - 3 = e a 
ims. . 44 - 5 1 - 8 4 114 1 
ee 4s - 2 - * ? A] 3 - 
wie. 7 1 | | - 4 1 7 - 
oT... 2 4 4 14 4 4 __ 0— r 
ARE..... 20 4 1 2 3 2 8 - 
AA 26 - 2 - - i) 1 * 1 
iT ) - 2 ! - - * 4 - 
1A8..... 12 - 1 - - 1 1 1 - 
a . 0 - 6 1 i] 3 2 2 A] 
0,€ | 68 6 - - 7 @ 7 2 
“OW 73 - 8 4 2 12 2 
we. 16 - 1 1 - - 1 a - 
w.. 19 - - 2 - a - a - 
so... 42 2 - a 1 8 i @ ~ 
9TH 29. 187. 40. s 122 oe 203 4 
AK. 4a - 6 1 - 6 6 7 - 
AZ... 162 13 6 8 2 8 4 31 - 
CAN. 306 3 28 6 6 46 96 8) - 
CAE. . 146 - 22 a - 13 3 16 - 
a ....... 300 1 68 4 - 34 21 a4 3 
CAS...... 2068 ed 12 4 - 8 4 26 - 
1 206 J 1 1 - 19 6 16 - 
ee 30 - 3 1 - a - 6 - 
34 1 1 3 - 6 1 9 1 
1 17 1 6 a - 8 @ aj - 
ere 48 - 10 - - 3 2 1 - 
WAE........ 66 - - - - 3 3 10 - 
WA. 170 1 4 4 - 6 4 12 - 
qam....... 37 7 1 4 1 2 - & - 
Se 1 - 1 = = 1 fad = 
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TABLE D-0. CASES U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL TRIABLE CRIMEMAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30, 1004 BY MAJOR OF PENSE AND DISTRICT 
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TABLE O-8. CASES US OISTRICT COURTS 
ALL TRIABLE CRIMINAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30, 1964 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 


Poneany 
aD - somal - CIRCUIT 
COUNTER- LED sus- GRATION AnD 
PEITING ame =| vaareic| escape | OTwEn Lame orwan | OLSTRICT 
28 20 = 14 — J al 2 — Ah)... 10TH 
4 3 9 3 1 2 2 4 3 1 - e}......€ 
3 ‘ 12 2 é 6 2 1 3 - - 1) | 
w 1 1 9 - 2 6 - 4 } . - 2)..... Ma 
8 2 2 3 - 7 - - - - - - ORM 
- 1 3 1 1 - - 1 - - - -|.... ORE 
- 6 i] 1 1 14 - 2 * * ° 2). OW 
14 - 8 3 2 1 2 J 2 i4 
3 ‘ 6 1 6 J 2 8 - ss oan wy 
6! 78 177 » 18 16 2 a) 18 1 43) 11TH 
3 4 1 ' 8 2 - 2 - - : ALN 
3 4 2 1 J 3 - 2 - - - a tas ALM 
4 6 4 . 1 - - - - - - Ms seed ALS 
3 ‘ J J PLN 
14 13 16 14 6 - : 10 - - J eee 
26 134 116 16 61 - s 14 7 : - ry) FLS 
3 22 4 3 : 4 3 1 - > — GAN 
7 8 8 - 2 ' - 2 - : - er GAM 
2 4 4 : 1 a - : 1 : | oe GAS 


* OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING NWON-MAILABLE MATERIAL AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS 
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TABLE 0-0. OEPENDANTS U8. OISTRICT 


COURTS 
ALL TRIABLE CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS PENDING ON JUNE 30, 18904 BV MAJOR OF PENSE AMD DISTRICT 


CIRCUIT 
AND - AUTO 
O1STAICT TOTAL womic10g ROBOERY ABBAULT BURGLARY LARCENY ZLGMENT PRALD TwaeT 
TOTAL 21 40) 148 910 282 2,028 122 
oc . 182 : a 1 4 17 4 12 : 
187 oe 1 10 4 _$0 18 103° & 
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ae 146,011 6,016 6,471 14,486 
AL, i —9 Ne * *8 —* 
PLN ..... 1,000 $30 403 1,144 
PL,M...... : $,352 4,774 4,310 
PL, $ eeevcee 4,386 2,14 1 
eli 10 1,306 $,813 12,067 
GA,M........ 4,101 2,901 2,634 
it oneness 2,168 1,433 3,785 
“Exeluded from Total Commeneed: 

Petitions filed under the Benkruptey Act and = 227 
Total petitions commeneed (including joint = 606,724 7 
413 Y 


vItp 


1,021 1,822 19 200 366 230 110 26 1,666 1,202 9 264 

2.006 2,428 184 4 623 400 144 70 2,263 2,019 10 234 

4600 3,406 107 1,016 007 367 104 46 4,001 3,119 3 ose 

2,001 2,101 366 344 682 266 384 12 2,249 + 906 11 332 

3,901 2,706 188 1,006 000 808 1990 176 3,991 2,200 — ot 

, 734 199 26 10 9@ 71 23 4 136 128 2 @ 
: 1210 — — — — ———— 

447 317 28 102 69 36 26 8 376 261 3 e4 

6,907 3,729 462 2.716 034 667 307 20 6,673 3,172 66 2.636 

4,473 2,229 318 1,926 604 262 280 62 1,977 3e 1,874 

1,667 1,307 130 120 a6 262 122 41 1,142 1,066 8 79 

3.218 2.726 263 230 436 292 224 19 2,604 2,434 30 211 

7 aa ů ů — 
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GURINS THE TWELVE GONTH PERIED GUIDED WUE 30. 1904 
CiacvIy vOovAL TOTAL 
a TOVAL Gurren | GurTeR | GUPTER ae Gurven | GuPTER | GAPTER | NONEUS CUAPTOR OUsTmR 
OsSTRICy | FILINSS 7 10 9 68 p 7 90 3 OILsues y " 13 
o™ . 14.704 _ 1909 —— 
@...... 3,809 2,632 232 626 413 201 162 vo 3,176 2,331 6e 7106 
WCe..... 1,980 640 122 1026 326 161 103 64 1,6€0 678 19 42 
a 1,602 382 7 1,030 270 168 70 42 1,232 234 1 007 
oce..... 1,263 463 83 686 266 143 74 48 968 340 9 637 
Mibeceed 1,017 601 161 806 261 123 102 26 1,666) 738 eo 268 
WAE..... 6,714 4,924 160 630 699 $04 147 48 6016 4,420 13 802 
VAB..... 2,011 92 847 06 87 110 2,064 1,002 6 437 
WHr..... 31 37 1977 127 31 18 420 att - 18 
ws..... 1,278 1,163 60 233 176 60 7 1,066 007 6 63 
8 2,217 1,610 21 808 
8 830 677 14 139 
a6 2,434 1,832 @ 660 
a 1,016 048 7 163 
3,222 1.649 64 1.608 
167 2,001 1,467 29 08 
12 472 300 7 &6 
270 4,274 2,040 23 2,211 
2,283 1,264 ay 968 
— — 
28 2,108 1,636 7 267 
12 3,604 3,068 a 628 
62 6,627 4,629 22 676 
146 2,560 1,466 1,000 
121 6,930 6,626 21 2,301 
162 6,674 6,068 6 2,614 
176 3,486 2,213 8 1,237 
73 3,017 1,063 16 1,138 
17) — #)__4goe 
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Table G-1 
U.S. Court of International Trade 
Summary of All Cases Filed and Terminated 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 1963 and 1964 


Total Cases Pending at 
Beginning of Year 


— 
End of Y 


fountamned Doing 
Pending at End of Year 


r — Oorieg 7 
Pending at End of Year. 


Pending at Beginning of Year 
Terminated During 
em 
Pending at End of Year 


Tap 


Table G-3a 
Report of the United States Claims Court for the Court Year Ended September 30, 1984 


Total Cases’ ........ 1,778 11,849 672s 3,074 629 «= 2,207 | 1,621 13,226 
Service ey.......... 237 295 $5 1,605 99 rT) 193 = 1,801 
Civilien Pay....... — 124 0 4,228 4 = 1,485 81s 1,082 so 86 4,601 
Contract ........ — 462 928 242 262 263 612 “1 478 
BGWAN on ccc cccecccees 14 4,931 5 61 8 8 24 4,977 
Indian ( ). ee 31 31 bad * 8 8 16 26 
Patent ....ssee> *ee 38 38 10 10 15 15 33 33 
Property (taken)........ 125 402 25 71 39 119 lll 354 
— —— 622 677 182 409 202 240 602 646 
at eoccccce ; ; 1 1 ; : : : 
A Se eee se ee ee 4 
} al tt 38 43 40 « 40 rr) 39 43 
Ol) Spl)... eee ees eeeee 10 10 1 1 5 5 6 6 

(eontreat) oeeee 15 15 39 39 “4 “4 10 10 
. —— 41 41 20 20 27 27 24 34 
and... 6 29 4 4 4 27 6 6 


1 eludes multl-plaintiff cases 
Cases to the Chief Judge pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1492 for disposition by the 
court. These figures are not reflected in the totals above. 
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Table G-3b 
Report of the U.S. Claims Court for the Court Year Ended September 30, 1984 


Amount of Judgments 
el 
Number of complaints disposed Of .. 66 ccc eee cece eeeeeeeeeeenenes 829 
Number of —— — — — — — —— — 2,297 
AMOUME CLAIMED . 0 wee — $1,394,038,768 
Judgments for Plaintiffs 6... ccc eee eee eee eee eeeeeeeeeeeenenee $95,404,974 
Amoum of above judgments for plaintiffs carrying nerest.................. $28,601,536 
ye on py counterclaims or Offeets .. 6. cece cece eeeenees $1,323,752 
Amount of ~—y for defendant on ‘ts counterciaims or 
offsets — ö ——â— TTT eT Tee $688,482 
Amount determined in Re PTT TTT TTTLILILiTiririririitee $275,000 
5 the United States with interest, regarding 
ents tor th the Unies Stats, ‘wi *eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 
Appeals to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 

DORM cc ccccccvecccsccccecccccccccceccceeccceececeeceeececes 252 
Appeals A Fn nccccncnncanncccccccecceeccesoeccees 99 
Appeals October 1, 19863 to September 30, 1984 ·...................... 153 
Record for Court Year October 1, 1983 to Suptember 30, 1964 

DUR  cccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccceccccceccceccceceeeoes 252 
Appeals, QFTIPMED. 6... cece cece cece re eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeeseeeees 63 
Appeals, reversed (including those in pert............................. 25 
Appeals, emieed....................... ................. 39 
Appeals filed but not acted en...................... Ccecccccccccccece 105 
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US. Distriet Courts 
Summary of Pretrial Services Interviews 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1964 
(gontinued) 
Number of Number of 
Defendants Defendants Percent 
Clreuit Commenced in | Interviewed of Total Type of Interview 
and US District by Pretrial Defendants 

Distriet Courts! Services | interviewed? | Prebail | Postbail | Other 
Tt Ci. ....- 2,347 1814 768 1,212 $84 ae 
| 1,062 1,036 5 $77 438 14 
‘kL Cc eeeeeeeee 278 a e ad aad e 
D8 .ncseeee ° 269 171 634 136 30 $ 
IN, Moceeeeeee 165 187 049 140 10 7 
i 302 273 90.4 11 $2 10 
eee 201 176 678 147 a7 7 
wi, eeeeeeee 80 1 13 1 bad ° 
Oth Clr. ..... 2,001 1 667 79.7 1,106 451 ye 
AR, e eeee 146 6s us $7 26 ad 
ABR, Wu ceceeee 142 83 aA 4 91 1 
i ee CO) 78 678 14 4 J 
TS ee 148 184 1041 63 61 16 
— — 324 340 104.9 200 6 ° 
MO, ....... 316 243 7639 38 200 $ 
MO, Wwe ceeee 447 376 100.4 365 11 
..... 119 4 372 39 1 4 
WD ..... eecce 186 166 1064 131 33 ? 
BD... cseee eee 104 118 $73 708 32 8 
Oh Ch. ..... 7,964 5,367 678 4 $20 324 
AK wccceceees 144 es 612 73 ® 7 
AZ nncccceces 611 oes 114 761 196 19 
CALM pce ecees 671 236 274 $7 142 37 
CA, E........ 388 432 1738 300 17 “ 
CA, CP onc aee 1,572 1,970 122.1 1 640 203 7 
CAS ..cccees 1,630 958 sea 768 10 
ee «oe 1 03 | - - 
| | ......... 161 213 1177 200 2 2 
ÆAÆX 230 50 20.8 16 32 ? 
WV wn ccccceee 433 qv 03 1 - - 
TD covccccces 282 128 $68 70 3s | 
WA, E onc cece 293 $7 198 12 «4 t 
WA, V ....... 448 361 004 206 4 v1 
GUANMI.... 6+. 103 37 35.9 30 7 - 
10th Cer. 2,206 1,621 7358 14% 18 29 
IE 431 450 1065 377 6 +) 
Tb ccccccccce 347 220 634 193 27 - 
Te eeccccccce 350 244 963 2176 e 1 
QI......... 188 242 128.7 241 4 . 
OR, B .....0es 100 188 73 186 1 7 
OR, Win cceeee 346 198 $72 161 17 - 
Ty coccccecce 239 J - - - - 
WU ceccccccce 128 - - - - - 
lie Ce. . $,284 3,309 63.8 2428 $77 107 
AL, M once ees 48 350 78.7 310 38 2 
AL, Monee ewes 248 87 3$.1 78 a 1 
AL, B....eee0- 207 110 $3.1 93 12 8 
FR....... 230 127 $8.3 123 1 3 
PL, M nc cceee 791 610 771 4s 106 46 
R........ 2,338 1,537 68.7 1,148 347 4s 
GA, MM... 666s $76 3$1 60.9 301 98 - 
GA, Mo. ceeees 227 99 438 os 9 t 

GA,$ eee J *e 192 3s 198 32 7 [= 

j Exchsdes traffic, escape, end transfer cases. 
In some districts the number of defendants interviewed exceeds the number commenesd deseuse 
of interviews directed by the court in petty offenses end treffie cases and in Rule 40 transfer 
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. 8. District 
Grand Juror Service During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 36, 1904 
Average | Average Average | Average 
Number | Number Nember | Number 
Jurors Hours | of Jurors | of Hours Jurors Hours | of Juror: | of Hours 
Sessions in in per per Sessions in in per per 
District Convened | Session | Session | Session | Session District Convened | Session | Session | Session | Session 
Wetad..-- | s1,006 | 292,004 | 61,485] 19.7 5.20 Ten Ce. 
IL, Mo. .eee 421 6,624 2, 20.5 4.32 
BC ..ceeee 3 6,396 2,570 19.9 6.06 ie coeeee $1 1,088 20.7 6.08 
bet Ch. . a 4 8) 295 19.7 6.62 
IN, NM...... 1,643 17 20.8 654 
ME ...euee Mu 70s 208 20.7 6.12 212— 112 2,319 024 20.7 1.38 
MA on ceeee 306 11,306 2,637 19.3 4.04 eeres 1,673 292 20.2 3. 31 
ee 59 1,004 279 20.1 5.58 Wi,W on... 4 $16 125 21.5 $.21 
Bi cccccece 60 1,182 3443 19.2 5.72 
PR ....... 0 1,650 435 | 20.1 5.85 th Ce. * | a om 
ARLE ..... 23 4 1 

ms Ce. AR,W..... 13 204 s| 3 5.00 
CT — 163, 2,631 $80 18.7 5.37 TA, NH... eee 70 ae Lo) 20.8 4.90 
wY,".. 14 2,616 408 19.5 3.64 2 “a4 04 263 20.1 3.08 
WY, ..... 04a 12,468 3,015 19.3 | 467 |i MM....... 62 1,967 42s 19.1 $.18 
WY,S ..... 1,19 23,265 4,944 19.5 414 MO,E ..... 108 2,066 66) 19.1 6.32 
WY, W..... 1723 3,201 623 19.1 4.78 MO,W..... 62 1,710 $4) 6.62 
Uv ceeceee a 1,206 280 19.8 4.59 WE ....05- $2 1,105 326 21.3 6.37 

WD wn ccaee 22 108 20.4 477 

ars Ch. Ec ccevcce se 1,173 aa 20.2 7.14 
DE ....+5- 24 675 137 19.9 4.03 
— 312 aess | 1,525] 19.4 oth Ce. 

PAE ..... we 1,718 1,609 19.4 42 AK wc eeee 16 ne " 19.4 6.06 
PA,M..... 130 2,345 639 19.5 $33 |) AZ ....... 9o 1,016 346 19.6 $.$7 
PA, W..... 60 3,16 20.0 5.16 CALM ...-. 198 1 900 19.3 49s 
VP ....eee - . - - J GELB ccc 1 1,39 374 19.6 $.27 
* CA.OC. .... 416 1,007 1,061 19.2 40 
Ce. TD coees 261 $s7e | 1,332] 19.8 4.74 

MD ......+- 138 4,643 1,076 20,2 466 6] MI........ 112 2,101 70s 16.8 6.29 
NC,EB..... 4 1,401 437 20.0 5.91 EXI 21 439 122 20.9 5.81 
NC,M..... ti] 6) 140 22.0 6.67 a eeeveee 6 $$5 148 21.3 6.56 
WC,W..... $s 1,087 373 19.2 6.78 MV onc eeee 163 3,142 680 19.3 4.05 
Bee ccccces M4 1,005 300 20.3 7.04 aD aeevees 17 1,543 433 20.0 5.62 
VA,E ..... 161 3,206 974 19.9 6.05 WA,E..... 50 67 365 19.1 7.30 
VA,W..... 2 615 226 19.2 7.06 WA,W..... 92 1,969 652 21.4 7.09 
WV,NM..... 7 747 2865 20.2 7.7 Wi GU ....... 22 “7 188 19.0 7.18 
wy.s ..... 81 1,627 5a6 20.1 6.99 WMie...... J J 

Sth Ce. 10th Cer. 

LA,E ..... 137 2,648 631 19.3 4.61 GD cccccee 121 2,416 740 20.0 6.12 
LA, @ ..... 4 1,063 2806 19.0 44 MS... ue 240 200 19.7 5.68 
LA, W..... ” 1,837 $15 18.6 5.20 NM ......- 76 ee 167 19.5 6.42 
MBM ..... 26 536 160 20.6 6.92 OUN...... 23 4s9 104 20.0 6.00 
æ38 XX 3 6° 264 od He OR,E ..... & 3” 141 21.8 7.83 
eecce 4 18.4 74 WD cocce 4 1 1 

7 eeeee 26 Mies 184 19.6 5.39 3 6 iter 33 19.5 £8 
TK,S...... 228 400s 20.2 4.21 Te cocecee 19 361 146 20.1 7148 
TH, W..... 168 3,792 97 20.4 $.15 Lith Ce. 

@n Ce. * 4a 1,221 406 21.8 7.28 
GY,E& ..... 1S 1,356 387 20.7 5.16 ee 23 138 21.5 $.65 
“Y,W..... 0 226 235 20.9 5.68 AL,$...... Pid 231 20.4 
Mi,8...... 703 5,016 1,726 19.8 5.89 im eevee 6s 1,313 373 26.2 $.74 
mW ..... 7 1,762 500 186.4 5.98 PL,M ..... 282 1,704 19.2 6 64 
OM,NM ..... 168 3,759 965 20.8 5.36 / ae 627 12,315 2,600 19.6 
OM,S ..... 164 1,905 $62 19.2 5.40 GA,M..... 137 2,778 638 20.3 6.12 
THLE ..... 61 1,187 368 19.5 603 || GA.W..... 2s $99 143 20.4 $.72 
TH, M@..... 34 os 210 19.46 6.18 GA.S ...+. $6 1,123 322 20.1 5.78 
TH, W..... 1 1,459 403 $.68 
© The Getricts of the V Islands end the Northern Wariene islands reported no grand activity during the twelve month psried 

ended June 30, 1904. Sd cilcisen to these Centeasaeh wot meatinen Wy quad pop. 
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Twelve Menth Peried Ended June 28, 1964! 


Tamo J-3 
U. 8. Distriet Cours 


Pett Jurer Ser view on Days Jurers Were Satested far Tried) Dwing the 
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U. 8. Distriet Courts 
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Table K-1 
Pederal Defender 
Summary of Representations by District 
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DE .......... ° 314 250 Mh Cir. ..... . 93,979 57,204 
NJ eee ee eeeee 2 4,533 3,922 
PA, E eeeeeeee ad 1,905 1,651 AK eee eens a 792 761 
PALM ........ ° 313 B72 AZ cn cccnnees ° 2,470 2,312 
PA, w eee eeeee nad 611 798 CA, N — eeee a 21,119 11,746 
\ Prrrrrrerer 2,423 646 S47 || CAB ww cc eues : 4,479 3, 
CALC ceveeees : 640 16,704 
@hCh...... 959 12,360 10,071 || CA,S ........ ° $,717 46 
TE cc ccccccees - 5,725 8,349 
MD on cccceees - 4,268 4,943 [ID ... ce eeee ° 226 205 
NC, E ........ - 697 O80 MT wn. cee eees - 72 17 
NC, ........ ° 317 | | 0) - 1,219 esa 
NC, w eeeeeee ” 392 429 OR see eee eeee ° 1,390 1,445 
sc — ee ee * 048 565 WA, E eeeeeeee baa $12 
VALE ........ $2 $,202 4,244 |) WA, We. eens ° 3,918 3,798 
VAL W occ eeees 1$4 233 222 1) GU .......... : 1,700 2,028 
WV, wn ce naee oe ag 187 |) NMI... . ee eee - - - 
WV, B ........ 655 4 117 
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Sth Ch. ..... 3,116 16,042 15,702 
co eee eeenne ae 1,654 1,344 
LA, E eeeeeeee = 1,360 1,155 KS — eee eee ba 616 
eM eee eeeee = 458 383 NM eee ee eeaee 7* 962 ees 
LA, W ewe eenes 1,774 429 223 || OK,N ........ 1 226 262 
MB,N ........ : a6 90 || OK, B .....ue- ° 1 1 
MB, 8... . cee - 369 201 || OK, W........ 1,025 674 
THN ........ 1,339 3,563 3,192 |) UT 2... cee cues 163 174 
THLE ........ ° 499 $21 |) WY .......... ° 41 16 
TK, B......... 3 5,999 5,693 
TH, Wwe eens - 3,257 4,244 11th Cw. 2 17,392 13,777 
@hCh...... 2,043 9,246 10,883 || AL,N «1.555. : $87 455 
AL, M ........ : 265 233 
KY, B ........ 370 168 176 || AL,S.....665- - 98 127 
KY, eeeeeeee » 292 264 FL, eeeeeeee 2 438 eo9 
, E eeeeeeeee * 4,466 §,811 ’ M eeeeeeee - 3,190 1,922 
MLW ow... eee 1,673 393 7 . 9,970 7,690 
OH, N eeeeeeee ad 2,093 2,092 GA, N eeeeeeee a 1,880 1,839 
OH,S ........ : 1,258 1,364 || GA,M.. sense : $02 454 
THB wccccces : 211 255 || GA,S ........ : 462 aan 
TN, eeeeeeee - 210 245 
TH, Ww. wees - 155 240 


2 processed by regional U.S. passport offices, U.S. post offices, and state courts. 
Excludes petitions processed and aliens naturalized by specially designated state courts. 
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Table X-4 
Class Action Civil Cases Pending 


By Nature of Suit And District as of June 30, 1984 
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Table X-4 
Class Action Civil Cases Pending 
By Nature of Suit And District as of June 30, 1984 
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Table X-4 
Class Action Civil Cases Pending 
By Nature of Suit And District as of June 30, 1984 


Orwan aan | PORFEIT- 
TOTAL TOTAL LAND | REAL me 8 =6(AES WO 

Civm vs Con |COMDaR-|PROP-| TORT | ANTI- | CIVIL wa PEMAL- |LABOR|) SOCIAL TAA ALL 
cases CIVIL | TRACT | MATION | ERTY | ACTIONS) TRUST | RIGNTS OTMaR TIES § | SUITS) SECURITY | SUITS| OTHER 
ug z : : : : = : ! = — ⸗— 4 
. 1 j = - Yr — 4 
10 2 - - - - - - - - ' - - - ' - - 
33 2 - - - - - ' - : : - - ’ - - - 
19 2 - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - ’ 
13 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 
! ! - - - - - : : - : : 2 ! 2 
4 ’ - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - - 
s ’ - - - - - J - - J 
6 5 ' - - ' - - ' - - - ' ' - 
23 2 - - - . 2 - - - - - - - - - 
" - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - 
10 3 - - - - ' - - - - - - - - 2 
3 ’ - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 
3 - - - - - - — - - - - ~ - - = 

} — - - - — — 2 - - 

4 + — — — — — N— — 
29 3 . - - - - - - - - - - 2 - ' 
24 3 ” - - - ' - - - - : - 1 - - 
? 2 - - - - : ’ - - - - - - - - ' 
a - - - - - - — - - - - - - - 
20 ‘ 3 - - - - - - - - - - - . - ' 
18 3 - - - 2 - ’ - - - - - - - - - 
‘ ’ - - - 1 - - - - - - - - - - 
5 ’ - - - - - - - - - - - - ' 
10 - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 
8 - ~- - - - - — — — + - - - - - ~ 
18 ‘ - - - - - ’ - - - - - - ’ - 2 
2 — — — - + — — — - — — + - — 
" " - " - - - - - - - - - - - - 
1 - - - - - : : : : : : : - - 1 


47 


Tabie X-4 
Class Action Civil Cases 
By ‘ature of Suit And District as of June 30, 1984 
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OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS 


REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS, TOTAL 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND 
FORECLOSURE 
RENT, LEASE, AND EJECTMENT 
TORTS TO LAND 
OTWER REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS 


oini —@e ann 


TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL 
PERSONAL INJURY 
PERSONAL INJURY PRODUCT LIABILITY 
AIRPLANE 
MARINE 
MOTOR VEHICLE 
ASBESTOS 
OTHER 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY 
AIRPLANE 
MARINE 
MOTOR VEHICLE 
ASSAULT. LIBEL AND SLANDER 
FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT 
MEDICAL MALPRACTICE 
OTHER 
PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE 
FRAUD INCLUDING TRUTH IN LENDING 
OTHER PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE 


Lod 
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Tabie X-5 
Class Action Civil Cases Commenced 
By Basis of Jurisdiction and Nature of Suit 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1984 


MATURE OF SUIT us 


FEDERAL LOCAL 
1983 | TOTAL | PLAINTIFF | DEFENDANT | QUESTION | CITIZENSHIP | JURISDICTION 
4° TONS OMOER STATUTES, TOTAL 199 80 4 70 727 . . 
BANK witty 
TRUS | bi ! : . : - 
TRANSFER (9158) : 1 . . ' 
APPEAL (80°) 3 . ’ : 
7 BANKS AND BANK ING 1 2 . : 2 
x CIVIL RIGHTS 
~“ VOT ING 16 39 . 59 
EMPLOYMENT 156 135 ' 5 129 - 
AC COMMIDDAT [ONS 9 8 1 ? 
WELFARE 41 26 4 22 
OTMER CIVIL RIGHTS 183 141 14 


COMMERCE (ICC RATES, ETC ) 1 1 1 
ECONOMIC STABILIZATION ACT - 1 - 
ENV | ROMMENTAL MATTERS 2 4 - 1 3 
DEPORTATION - 1 - 1 - 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE - . . - - . 
HABEAS CORPUS 1 1 - - 1 J 


MANDAMUS AND OTHER 2 4 . 2 2 - 
CIVIL RIGHTS 62 a5 - J 81 - - 


FORFEITURE AND PENALTY 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS - : - - - - . 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT - . 


AIR TRAFFIC REGULATIONS 1 1 . 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ACT - - - - - . * 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS H - ! : 


seh 


Table X-5 
Claas Action Civil Cases Commenced 
By Basis of Juriadiction and Nature of Suit 


During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 3°, 1964 


MATURE OF BuIT 


| 


1 


, va 


PLAINTIF® |) O8PENDANT 


1 


OLVERBITY OF 


FEDERAL LOCAL 
ces CITIZENSHIP |= JURISDICTION 


FAIA LABOR STANDARDS ACT 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 
LABOR MANAGEMENT REPORTING AND 01 5SCLOBURE ACT 
RAILWAY LABOR ACT 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION 
PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS 
COPYRIGHT 
PATENT 
YT 


RADEMARK 
SECURITIES, COMMDOITIES, AND EXCHANGES 
SOCTAL SECURITY LAWS 
WEALTH INSURANCE 
BLACK LUNG CASES 
OISABILITY INSURANCE 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 
RETIREMENT AND SURVIVORS BENEFITS 
OTWER 
STATE REAPPORT LONMENT SUITS 
TAA SUITS 
CUSTOMER CHAL. ENGE 
FREECOM OF INFORMATION ACT OF 1074 
OTHER STATUTORY ACTIONS 


OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL 
DOMESTIC RELATIONS 
INGAN I TY 
PROBATE 
SUITS INVOLVING LOCAL OFFICIALS 
— —— — 
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APPENDIX 0 
PAYMENTS UNDER 
THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 


FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1983 


TO THE CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS OF THE JUDICIAL 
CONFERENCE COMMITTEE TO IMPLEMENT 
THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 


The following is a summary report of activities relating to the 
Criminal Justice Act (CJA) during fiscal year 1983 which ended on 
September 30, 1983. 


Status of Appropriations 


The C appropriated $34,215,000 for "Defender Services" 
for fiscal year 83. This amount includes an approved program supple- 
mental of $1,400,000 and a pay cost supplemental of $600,000. It is 
estimated that the entire amount available for fiscal year 83 will be 


expended. 


Federal Defender Organizations (FDO)! 
CJA Panel Attorneys 

Investigative, Expert, & Other Services 
Transcripts 


$34,215,000 


1 The terms Federal Defender Organizations and Federal Defenders, as 
used in this report, refer to both Federal Public and Community 
Defender Organizations. 

2 This amount includes FDO expenses of $350,000 for investigative, 
expert, and other services which are not included in the FDO total 
above. 


For fiscal year 1984, the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations each recommended an appropriation of $37,000,000, an 
amount which is $1,290,000 less than the budget request. The reduc- 
tion was due, in part, to a provision in the Committees’ reports which 
limited to 7 percent increases sought by the GSA for office space 
rental. 


Representation in Federal Courts 


During fiscal year 1983, approximately 50,000 persons were 
represented in the U.S. courts pursuant to the provisions of the CJA. 
This compares with 46,105 appointments in fiscal year 1982, and 44,691 
appointments in fiscal year 1981. The number of appointments in fiscal 
year 1983 was thus 8.4 percent greater than those in fiscal year 1982 
and 11.9 percent greater than in fiscal year 1981. 


The following tables compare appointments of counsel, and the 
distribution of CJA funds, between panel attorneys and Federal 
Defenders for fiscal years 1981, 1982, and 1983. 


Appomiments and Funding Distribution by Fiwcal Year 


FY 1981 FY 19862 FY 19863 
Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent 
of of of of of of 
CJA Appts. | CJA Funds CJA Appts. | CJA Funds CJA Appts. CJA Punds 
Panel 
Attys... | 46 40.4 50.8 44.0 42.5 42.4 
FDO? . 50.4 59.6 48.2 56.0 $2.5 $7.6 
Total. . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
ee 
— Feros 1 —Feesent 
Change Change Change 
FY 1981 | FY 1982 FY 1981-1982 | FY 1983 FY 1982-1983 FY 1961-1983 
Pane! 
Attys. .... | 22,265 | 23,428 5.7 23,773 LS 1.3 
a? eeee 22,526 22,677 0.7 26,227 15.7 16.4 
Total... 44,691 46,105 3.2 $0,000 a4 11.8 


* Excludes inmate requests from the United States Medical Center, Springfield, Missouri: 733 
in fiseal year 1981; 904 in fiseal year 1982; and 1,229 in fiseal year 1983. 


The following table reflects the actual number of appellate and 
district court CJA appointments in fiscal years 1979 through 1982, and 
their distribution between panel attorneys and Federal Defenders. 
Projections for fiscal years 1983 through 1985 are based upon data 
through November 30, 1983, historical trends, and information from 
Federal Defenders and the Executive Office for U.S. Attorneys. 


CJA Appointments, Fiscal Years 1979 through 1962 
And Estimates for 1983 through 1985 


Actual: 


1979 .... 
1980 .... 
1961 .... 
1962 .... 


Est:mate: 


13 .... 
1985 .... 


U.S. Courts of Appeals 


2,050 
2,145 
2,228 


2,621 20,506 
2,488 20,096 
2,506 20,481 
2,641 21,525 
2,850 21,723 
3,210 22,786 
3,341 23,786 


* These figures do not reflect cancellations, waivers, and terminations. 


M 


Judiciary caseload statistics for 1983 reflect that during the 
twelve month period ended June 30, 1983, a total of 35,872 criminal 
eases were filed, an increase of 9.8 percent from the 1982 level of 
32,682. The number of criminal cases opened per judgeship was 70, an 
increase of 11.1 percent over the 1982 level of 63. 


At the close of statistical year 1983, the pending criminal 
caseload was 18,546 cases, an increase of 11.3 percent over 1982, its 
highest level since 1976. 


Statistical year 1983 criminal filings increased in 11 of the 15 
major offense categories. The following table reflects the offense 
groups which experienced increases or decreases of more than 10 


percent in 1983: 


Federal Statutes 
Liquor/Internal Revenue 


The President's Organized Crime Drug Enforcement Task Force 
Program, which was designed to disrupt drug trafficking by organized 
crime groups throughout the country, began reviewing cases in January 
1983. By mid-November, 425 cases had been initiated, producing 183 
indictments involving a total of 1,028 defendants. The staffing of the 
Task Force professional positions is nearly complete. Of the 1,019 
agent and 200 prosecutor positions authorized, 975 agents and 192 
prosecutors have been assigned. It should be noted that the Task 
Forces are in addition to the regular drug enforcement programs of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, Drug Enforcement Administration, and 
other agencies. 


While Federal law enforcement activites ar co have contri- 
buted to an increase in the volume of Criminal J .ce Act cases, we 
will be unable to measure the impact of the Task Force on the volume 
of CJA cases until its staffing is completed and it is fully operational. 
The AO will continue to monitor the impact of this program on the 
volume of CJA cases to insure that corresponding increases in the need 
for defense services can be met. 
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Compensation for Extended or Complex Representation 


The following table reflects the number of cases and the amount 
of excess compenvation payments for each fiscal year since 1980. The 
figures in each column reflect only those claims actually opened and 


processed during the appropriate fiscal year. 


Excess Compensation Claims Paid 
FY 1980 FY 1981 FY 1982 FY 1983 


Number! Total |Number| Total |Number| Total |Number| Total 


Felonies. .... 234 «$565,747; 346 $991,951 | 338 $865,371) 434 $1,159,234 
Misde- 
meanors..... 9 7,823 15 12,493 29 25,473 23 17,792 
Disere- 
tionary 
Appts*..... 43 25,908; 150 76,075 | 165 91,404; 147 $0,171 
Expert & 
Other 
Services....| 131 104,045; 228 210,484; 189 158,347| 223 209,888 


* Although the Parole Commission and Reorganization Act of 1976 made the appointment of 
counsel in parole revocation proceedings mandatory, these appointments are included in 
“diseretionary appointments" for purposes of this table, as are probation revocation pro- 
Se motions after entry of judgment, which are also subject to the 
250 maximum. 


Between fiscal year 1980 and 1983 excess payments have in- 
creased by 105 percent in felony cases; 127 percent in misdemeanor 
cases; 209 percent in discretionary matters; and 102 percent in expert 
and other services. For the same period, the number cf claims have 
inereased by 85 percent in felony cases; 156 percent in misdemeanor 
eases; 242 percent in discretionary matters; and 70 percent in expert 
and other services. 


During fiscal year 1983, 2,828 claims were classified as excess 
compensation payments. The total amount paid through September 30, 
1983 for services rendered relating to these claims was $6,876,289. 
This compares with 2,458 claims during fiscal year 1982, totaling 
$4,976,841, or an increase of 15.1 percent in the number of excess 
claims and 38.2 percent in the total dollar amount of excess pay- 
ments. The increase in exces payments is, in all probability, a com- 
bined result of the overall increase in the volume of CJA cases and a 
change in prosecutorial policy, which places greater emphasis on com- 
plex white collar crime and narcotics cases. The following is a sum- 
mary of excess compensation claims in fiscal year 1983 for both 
attorneys and expert services: 
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1. There were 1,801 payments in excess of $1,000 in felony cases 
approved. The largest of these payments amounted to $45,774 in 
a RICO/narcotics case in the Northern District of Ohio. The 
average for all such payments was $3,302. 


2. Ninety-one payments in excess of $400 for extended or complex 
representation in misdemeanor cases were approved. The largest 
of these payments was $6,608 in a "sealed" case in the Western 
— of Washington. The average for all such payments was 

952. 


3. With regard to payments made for extended or complex discre- 
tionary appointments during fiscal year 1933, 552 claims in excess 
of $250 were approved. The largest payment was $5,447 for a 
person seeking relief pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 2255 in 
the District of Oregon; and the average for all matters was $841. 


4. Between October 1, 1982, and September 30, 1983, 384 claims for 
compensation for expert and other services of an unusual char- 
acter or duration were appro.ed and paid. The largest single 
payment was $12,541 for an accountant in the District of 
Nebraska; and the average cost per case was $986. 


Transcripts, Investigative, Expert and Other Services 


As of November 30, 1983, a total of $3,059,514 had been paid 
from the fiscal year 1983 CJA appropriation for transcripts, investi- 
gative, expert and other services. It is estimated that, as later claims 
attributable to fiscal year 1983 are approved and paid, the total for 
fiscal year 1983 will amount to $3,730,000. The following tables re- 
fleet the cost of providing these services from fiscal year 1980 through 
fiseal year 1982, and estimates for fiscal year 1983 through fiscal year 
1985. 


Transcripts, Investigative, Expert and Other Services 


Actual: FY 1980 FY 1981 PY 1982 
Transcripts ...... $1,831,203 $1,726,273 $2,214,268 
Investigators ..... 172,686 226,221 188,654 
Interpreters ...... 67,567 87,947 114,378 
Psychiatrists ..... 231,435 258,006 251,882 
Other Experts .... 171,009 183,021 228,108 

Total.......... $2,473,900 $2,481,468 $2,997,290 


FY 1983 FY 1984 FY 1985 


Transcripts ...... $2,800,000 $3,000,000 $3,200,000 
Investigators ..... 249,000 286,000 328,000 
Interpreters ...... 141,000 159,000 190,000 
Psychiatrists ..... 314,000 , 14,000 404,000 
Other Experts .... 226,000 257,000 292,000 

Total........ as $3,730,000 $4,076,000 $4,414,000 
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Projections based on data through November 30, 1983, indicate 
that payments for transcripts, investigative, expert and other services 
for fiscal year 1983, will be 24 percent above the total for fiscal year 
1982. Current estimates reflect that fiscal year 1983 CJA assignments 
to the U.S. courts of appeals were 7.9 percent greater than in the 
previous fiscal year, which would account, at least in part, for the 
higher transcript payments. Correspondingly, the total number of 
transcript requests submitted and processed during fiscal years 1982 
and 1983 increased from 3,696 for fiscal year 1982 to 3,936 for fiscal 
year 1983, an increase of 6.5 percent. In addition, the average cost per 
transcript request increased from $506 in fiscal year 1982 to $562 in 
fiseal year 1983, a rise of 11.1 percent. The remainder of the incre- 
mental increase would be attributed to additional pages transcribed, 
presumably as a result of more complex and extended multi-defendant 
eases. In addition, data is currently being sampled to determine what 
types of proceedings other than criminal appeals may be having an 
impact on transcript costs. This analysis is also designed to study the 
use of accelerated transcripts and their cost impact. 


Federal Defender Organizations 


A Federal Public Defender organization was established in the 
District of Oregon on August 1, 1983. Federal Defenders, Inc., the 
former Community Defender Organization for the District of Oregon, 
ceased operations pusuant to the Criminal Justice Act on July 31, 1983. 


Although a final accounting has not yet been completed, the 
cost of operating the 40 Federal Defender Organizations during fiscal 
year 1983 is estimated to have been $18,090,000, $82°,000 (4.4 percent) 
less than the amount authorized. Approximately 79.2 percent of the 
cost of the operation of the 40 Federal Defender Organizations in 
fiscal year 1983 was expended for personnel compensation and benefits. 


A total of 26,227 cases were opened by Federal Defenders in 
fiscal year 1983, and 25,549 were closed. Seventy-five percent of the 
reporting Defender Organizations experienced increases in caseload 
during fiscal year 1983. The office experiencing the highest volume 
during this period was the Southern District of California with 4,804 
openings and 4,770 closings. This includes 3,702 immigration and petty 
offense cases opened. 


Based upon original budget and grant submissions, as a group, 
Federal Defenders realized 108.4 percent of their projected caseloads, 
a record high. This compares with 99.2 percent and 89.9 percent for 


fiseal years 1982 and 1981, respectively. 


» U.S, GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1985- 465-7736 
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